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BROWN 'S EMBARGO PAMPHLET

180%
Brown's last political pamphlet was entitled An Address to the

Congress of the United States,on the utility and Jjustice of res-

—— S ———— ————————— - E————— ¥ —  eritet—be——

trictions upon foreign commerce,with reflections on foreign trade

hrLt-cL. Waa i
foreign commerce lg_generalrtﬁppa;satly hat—was-a—kadty prospective

title that he found too limited When the pamphlet came to be written(,

o onp bty
AsS 12&:hree Tormer' Ratanassd the Conrads of Philadelphia were the

putlishers.

1 Vol.IV,p.l23.
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The title-page 18 dated 1809 and_iil axpesri-—Lhe-pamphlel Wad

+iFod-arout—the—opentag—ot—the—year. The Select Reviews by

E. Bronaon and others, Philadelphia 1809,listed it in the

February number. The Boston Anthology Soclaty had a copy of it

at a meeting held February seventh. Poulson's American Dally

Advertiser for February third contains a communication,dated 30

January,which shows u-.{ author had alweady read té The same

newapaper of 19 January has a notice of 1t as "just published®,

e

Brown's preface 18 dated 3 January. EhuSJill e evidence wolhaye

G.A-.-'-\M‘? .
Founidl carries it back to sarly-iln the—year but cannot carry 1t further

\6h6:;b
1 1% spita—ni-tho-auiions—taTt—atresdy-—netteed
AN
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pubtoations $or—1808. It undeubiediy 'was&msued on—some—~date from

the third to the nineteenth of January 1809.

Mz

The authorship is unquestioned because of Brewwmid initials
a8~8igned 06 the dated advertisement or preface.
A WA
Brown'a preparation for Urds-medk may-bo—Ffeund not only 4w hils

) a
former political pamphleta especially #x the study of the Chespeake-
’ A

Leopard arffalr of the Britiasnh Treaty but also ¥R hls American Reglster

s
articles. With no reference to #&%a pamphlet which he may have had in

dekrte-

mind but which he had not yes written he had fully considered—the—pro.

Grdued 1
and~mon-pf the subject,he imad g&*en ro—his—periodical-—Foaders a Ccopy

2
of the Embargo law,he had published the report of the House of Repre-
sentatives on the memorilal addressed to it by certain merchants of

3
Philadelphia which zepesti stamped the claima of the memorialists as

unreszsonavle,and

.
i

pobrteation he concluded his account with no rancor againast the House

and no love for violence@h 3 statement that there wa. one alter-

native from embargo and that was war.

1 vel.1II,p.72 ©T. 2 Vol.III,v.27 1T, 3 Vol.III,v.l33 1f,
L ¥ni.V,peapter I.
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The avowed motive fex-thae-composilion—and—pabiteation—of
#ote-wonyk was to call attention to what had formerly been a
secret discussion with the object ol influencing legislation,

put baneath this csitenslble—ene the reader cannot but become

conscious that Fesi—ai—ifitho—oddd—afirRe—pamphiot—on—tie-
-BibddrilinTloat Y b8 F, the Intereat of Bpewals relatives in
mercantile pursuits pyewabiy had its influence., I-n-f&et’t.wo

1
instances migat—re—Tited—bo ahow thet-pedstoly some of the family

ship3 may have bheen concerned in exasteowmp—eot—tire~aw—by blocade
running, Lut b3 13 not) to belunduly| exaggerated into sue-h-a’ﬂ'si

claim u—%fm—msrea\o{} pages two and tnree‘against some of the

congrasamen. Brown's patriotism is unquestioned. He bpelleved

he
what he advocated and would have pralerPped—ito sacrilfic#mot only
A

the lamlly commerc intereats but even the clothes an his own

o
back@er than advocate what he did not @D

1 Pp.72 and 79.
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;n-%hte—eonnee%éenJ4 very striking thing is the accuracy ol his

vision K efbhRo—futunre. sheush_fx; the preface he made no pretense

of being a prophet; s8t111l{ had something of the seer in his nature,

not only in regard to the expansion and development of our country

but also in regard to the fall of France as the suprene European

power. So far as the seallg War of 1812 was concerned he was not

far from enea:\""“a— Ut.; Cﬂ*‘»—t}

1

P.

3.

2
Ho—Sariil:

*when we think on our helpless dependence,for the com-
forts and decencies of life,upon nations three thousand
miles off,we may,without a crime,be disposed to wish
that all intercourse of this kind,were at an end;that
we 3hould ait,qulet spectators of the storms that shake
the rest of the world,secure in our solitude and in the
waste that rolls hetween them and us;employing all our
vigor in building up an empire here in the West;and
in cementing the members of our vast and growing nation,
into one body.

There 18 something charming too in the picture of a
world within ourselves;of bringing within our limits,
all the sources of comfort and subsistence;of supply-
ing all our wants with our own hands;of gaining all the
functions,occupations and relations of a polished nation;
of being a potent political body,complete in all its
members and organs,and 1in which no chasm or défect can
be found. We catch likewlse an imperfect notion that
we should he richer and more populous by thia means.

We should go on multiplying persons and towns and cottages
faster;and thus become much greater and more wealthy,

if all our aurplus products were consumed by mouths at
home,and not abroad. If the millions who now weave and

sow and hammer and file for us,were members of our own
body, awelling by thelr gains and their expenses,the tide
of circulation in our own community.

We cannot be blamed if we ponder with pleasure on
such splendfd images,if we are reluctant to pursue any
path of reflection,which appears to lead us away from
them. They charm us,because they are visions of natlional
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feliclty. They doubly charm us,because the nation
around which they hover,1is our own.®

One could hardly wish for a stronger expression of patriotism

than that

final paragraph. Bwt [ater he goes on in the same straln.

*But we 8hall not stop here. We shall become the
manufacturers of other nations. Such,we are,even now
to a certain degree,but our manufactures will multiply .
in a larger proportion than our hgsbandmen.™ 1

This leads up to his American vision of Nirza.

Earlier

*Barring deluges,almost general,and pestilences that
extingulsh mankind;or the untimely destruction of the
globe 1tself,this,and,indeed,a great deal more than
this,muat happen,because the present limits orf our
territory are not immutable. They must stretch with our
wants. The South gea only can bound us on one side;the
Mexican gulph on the other;the polar ices on the thirq;
but time,instead of diminishing our intercourse and dis-
solving our connection with feorelgnera,wlill only aug-
ment and strengthen them. The other states in the
Western hemisphere,we shall,of course,approach more
nearly,and mix with them more intimately. The gaps of
unpedpled waste,which now sever them and us will dis-
appear. our 1limits will touch.* 2

tailio-—pauphles he had spoken Of an army. He—e-awes

YIf you had forty thousand troopa,well instructed and
equipped,this dominion,1f you please,might extend to
Panana,Nootxa,and Rudson's Bay by land.* 3

It 18 clear #wad the debates in Congress had been read and put

to use by-Browi-in-the preparatlon—of-thie—werkiin truth he makes

several statements which are only to be understood as-an acknowledg-

o

hrek iz

nmert—w$ thlas fHe4,and he probably gel -kBta8 1deas of the law of.

nations from his old book~-rfriend Blackstone. It is questionavle

1 P.8%4.

2

2 P.3%. 3 P. 03 et s i r o T DT T I et

- .
s e e s o e o o
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if he got anything from Kent's Commentaries, Part one of which

18 entitled the Law of Natlons, for they were not published until

= w27 g A

after Brown's deaté& However,%#s8 13 not as conclusive as it
appears, for he could have gotten s?% he used from his personal

though-—-slighi acquailntance with Kent, {R—the—sarly—adaya—etf~iia.

Crgudlal

Few—Yorr—Tint—2ife, Possibly he teek—frem Vattel's Droilt des gens.

The important point of all this 138 that his equipment was adequate,

he was a trained lawyer,quite capable of ahle discussion of the

he
matter at issue,and though no‘ % diplomatist,had,as we shall see,
A

a remarkable scholarly command of not—eRdd® the facts involved in
this eme matter but alsc of the whole of the internatiocnal relat-
ions. s~4he—trbia-

To understand the matter of discussion appears a aseat task

W
8538048l When eme goé* to the usual historians. The Embargo

and all its surrounding detalls 1if properly studied assumes the

proportions of a large book and there 1s no doubt a wide course

bt actial?

of reading would throw various pleasing hues upon it, Feveyrihe- 2

W cepn '
1038 Tor-—our-pRrnoge, only a few details are eeaenﬁzzl.

2
Flrat,it should be known % there 13 some doubt whether the

22T,
2 Cf. in the Govermment arcinlves the letter of Canning to Pinckney
dated 23 Sept.,1808.
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orders in council of England were the cause of the Faying—of—the

embargo. Second,the embargo was not a new idea in America;1t had

y -
been tried before though not §o broadly, aé—sew. Third,1t was laid

22 December 1807 and repealed ¥ March 1809. Fourth,previous to

the—t-tme-glf Brown's pamphlet was~id8aed the Force Act had been made
Sebe HHE (it bon{llet-

law,and at s publicationﬁ}he law was 1in force. Secession was
not only talxed of by most of the New England states bdut actual

steps had been taken.

The

Browa-ly pamphlet was nowheng new for the times. The press was

Jn.q t{'t}_ M?uwmj"
working day and night turning out all se&é® of pamphlets—pre—and

2
een and the humorous side was egeet:¥ as well presented as the

serious. Two of all the instances will be considered by us in
the course of the present study.

Fot quite 80 superficlally as in other instances Dunlap gives

3 ==
some critical comment, ei—tif—pampitIcr. NE-DEFE™

"In this work,as in the Register,Mr.Brown is very
happy in stating the arguments for and against political
opinions and measures. This felicity proceeded from the
acuteness of his perceptions and the clearness of his
mind from all foreign or party bvias.*

Further on he speaks of *“this fellcity,* he says “the author

1 For the detaila Cr.McMaster: Hiatgzy of the People of the U.S.,
Vol.III,pn.280 If.

2 MﬂMastﬂr op.cit.,III,pp.291-2.

3 Vol,1I,0.75.
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ridicules," Yjustly decides*,"takes an able view,” and he calls

4o 2een

the pamphlet excellent. Bu{Atnia 18 spoiled by dAragging himself
in:

" ¥4I pelieve no writer on the subject,or inguirer into
it,ever faliled to see that the advantages which domes-
tic commerce gives,are rar greater than those Qerived
from foreign. Mr.Brown's conclusions may be expected to
be the same," 1

would that Dunlap had oaditied hls ouwn-lellefsand-hawe glven

2
mors attention to Brown's. Later he szays:

“This was the last publication of Charles Brockden
Brown,and evinces a vigour of intellect,and an accum-
ulation of lmowledge,combined with such rare patrio-
tism,and true benevolence as seldom fall to the lot of
one man."

All this of course only touches the surface of things.
. 3
Poulsonts American Daily Advertiser fo¥ 19 January had a notice

i)

exyendod—~be conalaerable lengih ®¥ including Brown's preface. ¥

&a—upenzﬂfﬂﬂnﬁH

*Suspended Intercourse” i
A pamphlet has Jjust been published by Measrs.Conrads

of this city,in which a well known writer has dlscussed
the present critical and interesting state of our public
arffairs,in a manner recommended by its novelty at least
to the curiosity of the public. He has explained his
principles and views in a short preface of which the
following 18 a tranascript...."

Vol.T1I,p.32. 2 Voi.1I,p.B5..
Tnis article wag copiadl In nls 1803-9 copv-%ookK By Brown's
father. '

\n
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Here follows the whole of Brown's preface.

Such a notilce seems less satisfactory than Dunlap,and it 13 to

be conaidered only as introductory to a communication to the

1
same newspaper for 3 February which reads:

"For the American Dally Advertiser.

*I have read a Pamphlet lately published 1in this City
on the present state of our public arffalrs with some
degree of approbation,pbut with more inclination I must
own to censure than to pralse. The wrlter appears to
be a well meaning man,but he does not know how to
accomadate hnimself to the Spirit of the times.:--He
1s an enemy to war,and to all restraint upon trade,
and 18 especially averse to what our present rulers
seem to te Iin love with,a war with England. He has
certainly reasoned very forcibhly on the grounds of our
present controversy with Great Britain,and has shown
that neither honor nor right nor pelicy countenance
this war. All this 18 very well;but he should have
confined himself to thisz point.--It was not neceasary
to declare a polemical war against the friends of
peace as well as its enemles;against all parties,and
all nations. All political points are to be gained by
the strength of a party:and those who have such points
to galn must joln the party that agrees with them in
this,though they may differ very widely in other
things. He must not be punctilious about their means,
1T thelr end is the same with his own...

His objections to the Embargo system,because it did
not argue a philanthroplc spirit;his distinctions
between the french Emperor and his subjects and allies,
are a great deal too refined and abstracted for common
readers.--They smell of the sollitary lamp;they savour
of the cleset;should the writer mix more with the world,
he would be a much more useful politician,--he would
learn what topics to urge,and what to suppress on
occaglons like this--he would sult himself to the
actual state of things and 2o a great deal further
in affecting his own ends.

I throw out these hints with a sincere view to the
benefit of this writer,whose talents are too well
known to need my panegyrick. These talents never per-
haps shone with more lustre than in this pamphlet,and
more acuteneas,more eloquence,and more well digested
learning will not ea3lly be found collected in the

1 This articls alsc was copled by Brown's father.
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same number of pages. He must not be surprised,however,
if he rinds that something more thin all this is necessary
to insure popularity,at least to a political writer at
a time like this,when all the furtious passions are in
arms,and the rival parties do not seem very far from
that point when their gquarrels must be decided by
weapons less harmless than gooaequills...
No man admires a bold and independent spirit more
than I do,and though I think this writer has not managed
with the utmoat prudence elther for his own success,or
that of the cause he espouses,yet hls manliness,his
courage,1s highly praiseworihy--He tells a great number
of welghty truths,which have never been heard from any
other pen,and cannot fall to benefit those who will
impartially attend to him." :. L.D.
Jan 30,1809."
. v
It seemd unnecessary to consider the details of this comment.

The author,who 13 unknown but may be tho—gadamas the author of

.01
Wnat 13 Love in the Monthly Magazine,avows himself to be a party

man and therefore Brown's position 1s of course to be oritieised

#o;jiaz_neasea. It 1s true #8ad the “solitary lamp smell® and the
"closet* apply to Brown amd 1t would be intereating to know if

huae

845 L.D, were not some one well acqualnted with Beewn. He may
have been one of those offended by being refused a public hearing
in one of Brown's magazines. Be that as 1t may,the fact that

Ake

BrowxAa, pamphiet is not addressed to *common readers* seems to

be satteedy missed by him.
LD hey
The importance of {he—whols-adbser 18 Iin &e closing where we

find Brown given credit for “a great number of welghty truths,

1 Vol.1I,p.323.



which have never been heard from any other pen.“ That 1a no

szw._
mean praise,though 1t may be consldered offset by the Fe¥egalng

charges. To us it Justifies net—ORdy the matter‘ef—%he—wurh\but
the non-partisan position of its auther and the publicatlon of
the pamphlet. At the same time it distinguishes Brown's work from
that—es all xha others of the day.

The Boston Anthology soclety records uﬂdes-da¥e—e{:7 February
1809 read:

“An address to the Congress of the United Statea,
supposed to be Brown's was assigned to Mr Tudor.*

This assignment 1s more important thap thas—ef the British
Treaty pamphlet to John Lowell,not because of the atility dis-

the
played,for of the two men Lowell was intellectually,superior,

d\nm (FON FER.F 2
but because of the censpietewsmess of the author. William Tudor,
Junioer,was ar. original memver of the 8oclety and the first editor
of the Nortn American Review. Hls essaykin,tc borrow Thackeray's
1
colnage,was read and accepted at a meeting held March seventh. It
mlight bvetter have been refused. It 13 clever but puerile;it shows

vexx poor taste,and 13 not to-he-oadded criticilsm. At least it

1 And tublisrked in the Anthoiogy,Vol. VI,rp 187-8.
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should have been subjected to improvement by dlscussion,a method
supposed to be the idea of the soclety though it glves little
evidence of having practised it. Were 1t not for 1ts author as
editor of a magazine which has bvecome notable we should ghadly
leave it in [Re—depowed obscurity. It 1s short and may be 1inter-
esting as another example of the reception e Brown's work met
with, F-peadss

*This pamphlet may be consldered ingenious,though 1t
contains some 0f the philosophical puerility that 1is
the fashion of the day. The author professes to belong
to no party,but to be what is vulzarly called ,a wet
quaker. He likes the adminlstration,and dislikes their
measures. His work contains an elaborate expositlion of
the injustice,and absurdity of the embargo system.

How eertain statesmen must have secretly smiled,when they
found the honest,blundering credulity of the country
completely caught,and gravely occupied in discussing

the injury the embargo would be to the great belliger-
ents,1ts wlisdom as a measure of precaution,its impartial
operation,and the “virtuous posture” of our “dignirfied
retirement.” They must have begun to flatter themselves,
that 1ts origin and causes would never be Investigated.

The writer supports a very simple proposition,that
force by sea is like force by land;that the English
command the one,and the French the other;and that we
have no right to move on eilther,except in the manrer
lald dcwn by the ruling power. This doctrine 1s not
new,though few men have had thabtoldness to publish it.
There 1s something whimsical as well as distressing
in the present position of the great commercial interest
of the country. Without posséessing any influence,they
gee themselves sacrificed,by those who leglslate for
them insisting upon much more than they want,and which
they know tannot be obtained;while another set of
philosophers are for abandoning them altogether.

Towards the close of this pamphlet,some pages are
occupied with admiration of the Chinese,and a compar-
1son bvetweern them and us. Notwlthshanding the absurdity
of all this,we confess we felt a little startled,because
this 1s the second work,1ln which we have recently seen
this policy prepo3ed for our adoption. On looking



4!

about,however,and rinding our ladies' feet as large
as ever,and that none of the propagandists haveryet
appeared with thelr heads shaved,we recovered our tran—
quillity. For a century to come we shall be drained
of what we do not want,and kept sweet by emigration;
we cannot therefore attain to the standard of Chinese
population,the downing of our superfluous children.
Wars are,therefore,to be deprecated now,but when emi-
gration can no longer take place,then we must have
them. We conrfeas we would as soon be confined in an
unventilated room of a hospltal,as we would inhabit

a populous country unpurified by war."

TS &

l«_a..&‘“(l-/sz
4t bas at least Une point ket should be noticed.

o
the—-tiuth-i8 Brown does not prop}ee the Chinese af—an=—ecampele ~t6.
be initated. He draws a comparison with our isolated independent

position,he says that except for the Christian countries China's

civilization 1s ahead,that the realm i1s the wonder of the world.

Bvidendiyx Tudor was so pleased at the prospect of a Joke about

the
the ladles' feet and,shaved heads and some s3arcasm over a Spartan

infanticide whet he forgot saet what Brown did sa{;;)

C Wy Yoarg
~Fedaenlly 3&eh~a statement onéid g0 uhchallenged in a meeting

a»uamztiiaca

of the Anthologists but 1t 18 not to be tolerated in ewr—dai.

Though few the faults that should have appeared to these critics
have for the most part been missed. The most obvious 1s the length.

Sf~the—worie. It appears to be too finely spun out and a good deal



TS
q A - amwfﬂiﬁ. :

ol part three eewdd have undeuwbbdeddy been gh¥err—wp, The polnts he

makes he had_already made or could easlly make by the insertion

of a few sentences, and thereby—the—puti—eould—hmvre—vooIrTeduced.

However its length 18 not to be considered =s important, faudi.

Brown knew whe—herwas—atdressisg and he evidently looked for no

other Leglslative bodles Mse-Cemsrese are quite accus—

oo
tored to lengthy debates and what appears &8 long to the layman
wouldl prebabiy for them lose none of 1ts force by its length.

Though written with more care than Brewn was accustomed to

spend en—hie-pubiieatlions It was rushed through the press too

hurridly. Breeeddyx Brown's healgz:?;:::rered with the proof-reading,
iT he was supwesed to do 1t,and it Fad=ky bristles with typograph-
1cal errors which would be 1nexcusable at any other time of his
life,

The good polnts are gui¥e of another character;they raise them-
selves to the plane of ilmportant details,and qptﬁs.overshadow the
flaws found by oéggeivea as weil as the c¢ritics noticed.

This work 1s not only the last eF—ibs—pampivete but 1t 1s a

Tfitting culmination of his political pamphleteering. What he
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had for years struggled for,non-partisanship,he achieved almost
to perfection in this work. His logic 1s almost always l1lrresistable,
both in favor and against government action,for and against war,
and against the extreme measure of embargoing,and Hf—the—time
T Qe .
exor Sonas-dgais when a general embargo 1s contemplated Brown's
A :
pamphlet will bé ahvesifadie arsenal for the opposition.
N
One of the moat not!aeable excellencies 18 Fe—pe—foumd in the
attitude ef-Beews tuward the party in power. Since his last
pamphlet he undewbibedsy had come to see ®me¥d clearly the virtues
whiedr Jefferson and hils cabinet had and now that he comes to deal
with another of hls measures he shows excellent taste by avoid-

ing a3 personalities. His command of ridicule and irony is not

1
directed toward a number of vulrerable poindé—in—the—armer—of—the

individuals of the administratlon but rather at the generality;

at Congress, as-Jdrplied - li—the-piurai—prowoun. His argument is fair

with no vitriellic acrimony. His understanding of the matter 1s
net insular bvut international.

Among the detalls that particularly ase forceful 1s nhis argu-

2
ment in regard to tribute. Though ¥4—~+a not original it has all

1l McMaster,op.cit.,calls attentlon to some of them ir Vol.III,pp.
282,284,
2 P.6R ITf.
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the value of being so by being handled with unusual skill. When
he speaks of the West Indlan mercantiye‘intereata and the carry-
ing trade he is,1in view of the family interests in shipping,
speaking ae—tt~wes¢ authoritatively and his arguments therefore
have a weight thsl they would lack from other sources.

1

One of his happiest hits 1s directed toward the argument that
the embargo was to help the sailorg. There 18 not a spar or rope
left when Brown has rinished with FH-»iRg broadsides at that,
“mainted ship-upen—a—painted—eocean”

Hora—ade0 He find Brown taking the reader into his confldence
more than ever befor% aRd presgnting his facts in a form and manner
milder than others were-accustamed.io.de in the press of the day.
Truth 1s his alm and his work is an accomplishment of that aim,

He wisely avolids &34 statistics for ewidesnd®ly the truthe they
1llustrate had a%?eeéy come to be abused by the orators of thg day.

2

An autoblographic touch may be Fowed in the third section., Fé—Bends

*that intercourae among men is useful is a self-
evident maxim. Alone,l am helpless,forlorn,wretched,
and must perish. Give me another man to assist and
commune with me,my condltion 13 greatly improved;add
to the number of my assoclates,and you add to the common
benerit."

1 P.16. 2 P.RY.,
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In tese old days of wandering Brown learned only too well tnek"
trith ef=titii. Af—nay-pe—roeR He Redt sought fey that other man

and found him and in turn had also found associates by means of

cluba. The ending of this i3 ad—itdegtesd—as surprising. One would

expect the assoeclates to *add to my benefit' irsieald-oi—the~loomman

The structure 1s not at all formal save in the very—superfiotel
division into a prerace;thréernumbered heads and a supplement.
The preface—here called Introductory-—treats of the Embargo
in general and of the personal side of it =& related to the author
and his political position and ideals. Section I considers the
past and present Embargo,the pio-—-ahd—eesm ol the present,its
evasion and non-enforcement and the division of parties on the
question. Section II 13 mostly glven up to a Egzglhy consideration
of the Law of nations. Incidentally tribute and submission,and
England's sea cewsreodr-amd supremacy are considered. Section III
Ae beg |
Lsungliers human socliety and wages in general and ag aprlied to

the Embargo and winds up with the conaideration of China and the

proapects of America. The supplement calls attention to England
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and her practise and possibilities in—pegard-—te ralsing corn.

The most obtvious fault of this part of Brewmid technique 1is
dn—-tae-faeol that the first half of Section III would be bhetter
r-ib-oFe added to other parts as extra sentences. The latter
half is well deserving a separate section and could not be omitted.
Bectlion II 18 too long roJFhe part it:plays ila—Bromils--argument
and needs condensation. The preface is hardi#“necessary. Its points
are reﬂpeated in various forms in other parts. The supplement is
in reality an improper appendix. It would be all very well a&.
spuen 1f the pamphlet were intended for publication in England,

Lrwg
but it 13 not called for here Shd-4068 nothing to strengthen the
argument.

Contrary to his aeewusiomed staccato method the sentences are

1
aometimes 80 complex #Hked the whole sense is clouded though the

easential part 1s clear. The use of similes is about as frequent

as ir the British Treaty but they are not so beautiful Mewe. With

the exception of “the stream we have turned away with our own

2
hands® which recalls the fountzin whose “waters were so refresh-

ing" of the British Tfeagy and the “roreign ingredient in the

1l The best example 13 ox page .87 near the votton. 2 P.10.
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cup" they are similes of risk,violence and brutality,particularly

L

L , which

appropriate “ts. war. A characteristic one,might aRaeFreRe1+eSi-eandly
a%*;aanL e

have

the American Note-books of Hawthorne,reads

*Your precaution is of a kind practised by ihe Hindoos,
who stab themselves on the threshold of thelr enemy,that

their blood,falling there,may entail disaster,on the
tenant of the mansion.*2

Antther characteristic one 1s a repetition of that used in
wde\a«.e 3

Monroe!s Embassy, Br—the—lormer—panmphlel 1t reads:

to the voice of prudence and caution.® T

Here\ tt—read=

“to whon avarice,or revenge,...give ears as deaf as
adders to the voice of any true decision."+

———n — s e ——a—

This 1s of-oseu¥se an adaptation from Psalm 58,verses Y% and 5.

On page 73 we have a simlle teat—pEoeaide

Edgar Buntly)in-that

Jumping into rivers and leaping over precipices are impoYtant ao

incidents 1in(thet—stolim

W

The diction is notably lacking in Brewssds characteristic
Latinisms; le-fact-i4t—i8 a very fair example of hiz latter day
development,which we shall find best shown in his American Reglster.

>

What political result Brown achieved by this—pamphied 1s un-

1l P.80. 2 P.23. 3 P.4. 4 P.4o,
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certain. It 18 Quite pmedmdie-—tuat there was no immediate one for
the reason that non-partisan arguments are geldom attended to by
political bodies. At the same time it should be noticed that the

fepeal of the RPmbargo we+ came not long after,h Marcn,sd tiat he

Wio el
may have had an influence which has not yoit-bear acknOWIGQged:%y;

BRI Fe b RO R RO G- O E RO,

F?P'ae!ng intended for the general';ublic;lp ractﬁra—ahe-bkbte
J;Eﬂhrqtetng-addressed tb those who are supposed to have a 3pecial-
1zed kxnowledge of the matter;its reception_byfhe critics is not
surprising. Its not going into another editioﬁ ﬁay te considered
against it by some,and its rfailure to1come to the notice of his-

" torians Wit sullicioni—toreo—io=be—summ menttomed may be a fault

of Brown's but 13 probably due to the historians attempting

subjects big enough for the 1lives orf ten octogenerians. IT any

one ever makes a thoroughdudy of the Embargo pamphlets Brown'ﬁ

should meet its deserts and we venture to suggest it will be found
W2an

RaLLaxr_rfrem the top of the list.

In the case of the British Treaty we found ket Brown's work was

favorably reviewed by John Lowell of Boston. At that time we
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connected with our study of Lowell's criticism his pamphlet of

1810 entitled the New Fngland Patriot,etc., which made a strong

contrast to Brown's panmphlet in that it was many times more bltter.
In the present case we have a very similar circumstance in that

the same John Lowell,this time anonymously,had prevwiewsdy published

in 1808 another political pamphlet which deals with the Embargo

and is entitled Analymig of the late correspondence between our

administration and Great Briltain and ¥France with an attempt t

—  ———— bt ———AT S w—— i —— —————n  — ——

1
show what are the Real causes of the fajllure of the negociation.

A ve&y notable example of the-wesis~ol the day is Bryant's
Embargo which should be made accessible to and studied by all
gtudents of literary development. It 1s one of the strangest
tirades ever written against Jefferson. The author accuses the
Presicent of all the usual moral turpitude claimed to be his by
the Federallists. Though Brown had written indifferent couplets
he did not write such doggerel as Bryant,who llved long enough
to out-live the rubbish he had written in his youth.

In closing it 18 hardly necessary to call attention to the

1 Bostor,Russell and Cutler,printers,n.d.,dated and ascribed by
Cushing's Anonyms. There also was 2 3upplement of twenty-eight
pagas. Reprinted New York 1809 with part cf the supplement In
311 nmaking fifty-3ix pages.
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relation of this work to Brown's 1life. Our study of it has,we
belleve,done more than could be emphasized here. The fact that ke
wg:; is almost perfectly non-partisan, thit we can here only call
Brown mildly Federalistic at the most, that he expressed what he set
out to write, 1s all in 1ts favor and quite removes our ideas of its
success from any consideration of what he may have made Congress do
or what he profited in dollars and cents by its publication. After

v
reading the—pamphiel we caRRO—help—-Pub bDellieve that 1f the time had

ever come for Brown to seek the sufrfrages of his fellow citizens,
trough provably not to the top, still he would have gone high up
the steps to prominence. At &he least we should expect heé would,to

appropriate an expression of Burke's, "ecrawl from famphlets into

counsels”™.




