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that mutual dependence mif^ht beget and nurture mu-

tual charity. But it tended rather to inibuicr don\es

tick and ci\ il life. Party lancour prevailed -mow after

die ibrniati(}n of a j^erniancnt '^ciural l;()\ ernment. And

I was accustomed to think that diey, avIio v. ere denom-

inated Federalists, mit^ht thank tliemselves for die rage

of its venom. For when, diey had po\\v.r, tluir op-

ponents were absolutely trampled upon. Nothing was

too base to impute ni. Hence their increase of

numlKTs and influe nd, as mimkind naturally fa-

vour a persecuted bi,vi\ , hence they became the domi

nant party. But iis their jwlitical jMvdeccssors gener-

allv possessed the wealth of the- nation, diere arose a

struggle between the aristocracy of money and du

aristocrac) of office, in which each party was ef]ually

tenacious of its rights. Could dierc ha\c been an

aristocracy of honour, to check and balance diese two

partiis, possibly the form of p;o\ernment might have

subsisted much longer.

Men love distinction ; and distinction diey v'H ob

tain,diough in sonu instances it be by die hardihood ol

villainy. Few of the nations of die earth have i hibii-

cd a greater loie of it, than the Americans; though

among ft w could it e\er be less indulged wnl prn

denct. 'I'hi-. circumstance, howexir, letided bill to

smothir, not to extinguish llie passion. Hank aiul itUs

uere eagcrlv «<>nrtcd,and pertinaciously kept, IVoi th<

corporal to the (;ii)tain-general, and from die tide waiter

to the President, i am, notwithstanding eontnuA ap

pearan.ces. incHntd sli!! tn think, that the love of tilidai

distinctions was ,»rr\al< ni ainoii!'- thr Ntw rai;.!;.nd' 's


