


18 THE LIFE OF THOMAS PAINE. (1703

But if Paine was so fit for such a Convention,
why should they behead him? The letter betrays
a real perception that Paine possesses humane
principles, and an English courage, which would
bring him into danger. This undertone of For-
tescue’s invective represented the profound con-
fidence of Paine’s adherents in England. When
tidings came of the King’s trial and execution,
whatever glimpses they gained of their outlawed
leader showed him steadfast as a star caughtin one
wave and another of that turbid tide. Many, alas,
needed apologies, but Paine required none. That
one Englishman, standing on the tribune for justice
and humanity, amid three hundred angry French-
men in uproar, was as sublime a sight as Europe
witnessed in those days. To the English radical
the outlawry of Paine was as the tax on light,
which was presently walling up London windows,
or extorting from them the means of war against
ideas.’ The trial of Paine had elucidated nothing,
except that, like Jupiter, John Bull had the thun-
derbolts, and Paine the arguments. Indeed, it is
difficult to discover any other Englishman who at
the moment pre-eminently stood for principles now
proudly called English.

But Paine too presently held thunderbolts. Al-
though his efforts to save Louis had offended the

! In a copy of the first edition of *‘ The Rights of Man,” which I bought
in London, I found, as a sort of book-mark, a bill for 1 6s. 84., two
quarters’ window-tax, due from Mr. Williamson, Upper Fitzroy Place.

Windows closed with bricks are still seen in some of the gloomiest parts of
London. I have in manuseript a bitter anathema of the time :

*¢ God made the Light, and saw that it was good :
Pitt laid a tax on it,—G— d— his blood ! ”
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“Mountain,” and momentarily brought him into
the danger Lord Fortescue predicted, that party
was not yet in the ascendant. The Girondists were
still in power, and though some of their leaders
had bent before the storm, that they might not be
broken, they had been impressed both by the cour-
age and the tactics of Paine. “The Girondists
consulted Paine,” says Lamartine, ‘“and placed him
on the Committee of Surveillance.” At this mo-
ment many Englishmen were in France, and at a
word from Paine some of their heads might have
mounted on the pike which Lord Fortescue had
imaginatively prepared for the head that wrote “ The
Rights of Man.” There remained, for instance,
Mr. Munro, already mentioned. This gentleman,
in a note preserved in the English Archives, had
written to Lord Grenville (September 8, 1792)
concerning Paine : “ What must a nation come to
that has so little discernment in the election of their
representatives, as to elect such a fellow?” But
having lingered in Paris after England’s formal
declaration of war (February 11th), Munro was
cast into prison. He owed his release to that
“fellow” Paine, and must be duly credited with
having acknowledged it, and changed his tone for
the rest of his life,—which he probably owed to the
English committeeman. Had Paine met with the
fate which Lords Gower and Fortescue hoped, it
would have gone hard with another eminent coun-
tryman of theirs,—Captain Grimstone, R.A. This
personage, during a dinner party at the Palais
Egalité, got into a controversy with Paine, and,
forgetting that the English Jove could not in Paris
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“I published the second part of the ‘ Rights of Man’ in
London, in February, 1792, and I continued in London till I
was elected a member of the French Convention, in September
of that year ; and went from London to Paris to take my seat
in the Convention, which was to meet the 2o0th of that month.
I arrived in Paris on the i1gth. After the Convention met,
Miranda .came to Paris, and was appointed. general of the
French army, under General Dumouriez. But as the affairs
of that army went wrong in the beginning of the year 1793,
Miranda was suspected, and was brought under arrest to Paris
to take his trial. He summoned me to appear to his charac-
ter, and also a Mr. Thomas Christie, connected with the house
of Turnbull and Forbes. I gave my testimony as I believed,
which was, that his leading object was and had been the eman-
cipation of his country, Mexico, from the bondage of Spain ;
for I did not at that time know of his engagements with Pitt.
Mr. Christie’s evidence went to show that Miranda did not
come to France as a necessitous adventurer ; but believed he
came from public-spirited motives, and that he had a large
sum of money in the hands of Turnbull and Forbes. The
house of Turnbull and Forbes was then in a contract to sup-
ply Paris with flour. Miranda was acquitted.

“A few days after his acquittal he came to see me, and in a
few days afterwards I returned his visit. He seemed desirous
of satisfying me that he was independent, and that he had
money in the hands of Turnbull and Forbes. He did not tell
me of his affair with old Catharine of Russia, nor did I tell
him that I knew of it. But he entered into conversation with
respect to Nootka Sound, and put into my hands several let-
ters of Mr. Pitt’s to him on that subject ; amongst which was
one which I believe he gave me by mistake, for when I had
opened it, and was beginning to read it, he put forth his hand
and said,‘ O, that is not the letter I intended’; but as the
letter was short I soon got through with it, and then returned
it to him without making any remarks upon it. The dispute
with Spain was then compromised ; and Pitt compromised
with Miranda for his services by giving him twelve hundred
pounds sterling, for this was the contents of the letter.

“Now if it be true that Miranda brought with him a credit
upon certain persons in New York for sixty thousand pounds
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the wigs and powdered locks of his kinsfolk and
acquaintance, male and female, without any of the
customary powder in his hair, which innocent
novelty was a scandal to all beholders, seeing that
it was the outward and visible sign of a love of
innovation, a well-known badge of sympathy with
democratic ideas.”

Among Poole’s friends, at Stowey, was an attor-
ney named Symes, who lent him Paine’s “ Rights
of Man.” After Paine’s outlawry Symes met a
cabinet-maker with a copy of the book, snatched it
out of his hand, tore it up, and, having learned
that it was lent him by Poole, propagated about
the country that he (Poole) was distributing sedi-
tious literature about the country. Being an influ-
ential man, Poole prevented the burning of Paine
in effigy at Stowey. As time goes on this coun-
try-gentleman and scholar finds the government
opening his letters, and warning his friends that
he is in danger.

“It was,” he writes to a friend, “ the boast an Englishman
was wont to make that he could think, speak, and write what-
ever he thought proper, provided he violated no law, nor in-
jured anyindividual. But nowan absolute controul exists, not
indeed over the imperceptible operations of the mind, for
those no power of man can controul ; but, what i1s the same
thing, over the effects of those operations, and if among these
effects, that of speaking is to be checked, the soul is as much
enslaved as the body in a cell of the Bastille. The man who
once feels, nay fancies, this, is a slave. It shows as if the
suspicious secret government of an Italian Republic had
replaced the open, candid government of the English laws.”

As Thomas Poole well represents the serious
and cultured thought of young England in that
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of the delivered prisoner of the DBastille, Brissot,
an author well known in England, by the side of
Condorcet and others of Franklin’s honored circle,
engaged in death-struggle with the fire-breathing
dragon called “The Mountain.” That was the
same unswerving man they had been following,
and to all accusations against the revolution their
answer was—Paine is still there !

A reign of terror in England followed the out-
lawry of Paine. Twenty-four men, at one time or
another, were imprisoned, fined, or transported for
uttering words concerning abuses such as now
every Englishman would use concerning the same.
Some who sold Paine’s works were imprisoned be-
fore Paine’s trial, while the seditious character of
the books was not yet legally settled. Many were
punished after the trial, by both fine and imprison-
ment. Newspapers were punished for printing ex-
tracts, and for having printed them before the trial.’
For this kind of work old statutes passed for other
purposes were impressed, new statutes framed, until

Fox declared the Bill of Rights repealed, the con-

! The first trial after Paine’s, that of Thomas Spence (February 26, 1793),
for selling ** The Rights of Man,” failed through a flaw in the indictment,
but the mistake did not occur again. At the same time William Holland
was awarded a year’s imprisonment and 4100 fine for selling *‘ Letter to the
Addressers.” H. D. Symonds, for publishing ‘¢ Rights of Man,” £20 fineand
two years ; for ‘‘ Letter to the Addressers,” one year, £100 fine, with sure-
ties in £ 1,000 for three years, and imprisonment till the fine be paid and
sureties given. April 17, 1793, Richard Phillips, printer, Leicester, eigh-
teen months, May 8th, J. Ridgway, London, selling *‘ Rights of Man,”
4100 and one year ; ‘‘ Letter to the Addressers,” one year, £100 fine ; in
each case sureties in £1,000, with imprisonment until fines paid and
sureties given. Richard Peart, ‘‘ Rights” and ‘‘ Letter,” three months.
William Belcher, ‘* Rights” and ‘¢ Letter,” three months. Daniel
Holt, £ 50, four years. Messrs. Robinson, £200. Eaton and Thompson,
the latter in Birmingham, were acquitted. Clio Rickman escaped punish-















