39. On the Hamiltonian Program
To the President of the United States

Monticello, September 9, 1792

.« . . I now take the liberty of proceeding to that part of your letter
wherein you notice the internal dissensions which have taken place within
our government, and their disagreeable effect on its movements. That
such dissensions have taken place is certain, and even among those who
are nearest to you in the administration. To no one have they given
deeper concern than myself; to no one equal mortification at being myself
a part of them. Though I take to myself no more than my share of the
general observations of your letter, yet I am so desirous ever that you
should know the whole truth, and believe no more than the truth, that I
am glad to seize every occasion of developing to you whatever I do or
think relative to the government; and shall, therefore, ask permission to
be more lengthy now than the occasion particularly calls for, or could
otherwise perhaps justify.

When I embarked in the government, it was with a determination to
intermeddle not at all with the Legislature, and as little as possible with
my co-departments. The first and only instance of variance from the
former part of my resolution, I was duped into by the Secretary of the
Treasury, and made a tool for forwarding his schemes, not then suffi-
ciently understood by me; and of all the errors of my political life, this
has occasioned me the deepest regret. It has ever been my purpose to
explain this to you, when, from being actors on the scene, we shall have
become uninterested spectators only. The second part of my resolution
has been religiously observed with the War Department; and as to that of
the Treasury, has never been further swerved from than by the mere
enunciation of my sentiments in conversation, and chiefly among those

who, expressing the same sentiments, drew mine from me. If it has been
supposed that I have ever intrigued among the members of the Legisla-
ture to defeat the plans of the Secretary of the Treasury, it is contrary to
all truth. As I never had the desire to influence the members, so neither
had I any other means than my friendships, which I valued too highly to
risk by usurpation on their freedom of judgment, and the conscientious
pursuit of their own sense of duty. That I have utterly, in my private con-
versations, disapproved of the system of the Secretary of the Treasury, I
acknowledge and avow; and this was not merely a speculative difference.
His system flowed from principles adverse to liberty, and was calculated
to undermine and demolish the Republic, by creating an influence of his
department over the members of the Legislature. I saw this influence
actually produced, and its first fruits to be the establishment of the great
outlines of his project by the votes of the very persons who, having swal-
lowed his bait, were laying themselves out to profit by his plans; and that
had these persons withdrawn, as those interested in a question ever
should, the vote of the disinterested majority was clearly the reverse of
what they made it. These were no longer the votes then of the representa-
tives of the people, but of deserters from the rights and interests of the
people; and it was impossible to consider their decisions, which had



nothing in view but to enrich themselves, as the measures of the fair
majority, which ought always to be respected. If, what was actually do-
ing, begat uneasiness in those who wished for virtuous government, what
was further proposed was not less threatening to the friends of the Con-
stitution. For, in a report on the subject of manufactures, (still to be
acted on), it was expressly assumed that the General Government has a
right to exercise all powers which may be for the general welfare, that is
to say, all the legitimate powers of government; since no government has
a legitimate right to do what is not for the welfare of the governed. There
was, indeed, a sham limitation of the universality of this power o cases
where money is to be employed. But about what is it that money cannot
be employed? Thus the object of these plans, taken together, is to draw
all the powers of government into the hands of the general Legislature,
to establish means for corrupting a sufficient corps in that Legislature to
divide the honest votes, and preponderate, by their own, the scale which
suited, and to have the corps under the command of the Secretary of the
Treasury, for the purpose of subverting, step by step, the principles of
the Constitution which he has so often declared to be a thing of nothing,
which must be changed. Such views might have justified something more
than mere expressions of dissent, beyond which, nevertheless, I never
went. Has abstinence from the department, committed to me, been
equally observed by himP To say nothing of other interferences equally
known, in the case of the two nations, with which we have the most inti-
mate connections, France and England, my system was to give some sat-
isfactory distinctions to the former, of little cost to us, in return for the
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solid advantages yielded us by them; and to have met the English with
some restrictions which might induce them to abate their severities against
our commerce. I have always supposed this coincided with your senti-
ments. Yet the Secretary of the Treasury, by his cabals with members of
the Legislature, and by high-toned declamations on other occasions, has
forced down his own system, which was exactly the reverse. He under-
took, of his own authority, the conferences with the ministers of those
two nations, and was, on every consultation, provided with some report
of a conversation with the one or the other of them, adapted to his views.
These views, thus made to prevail, their execution fell, of course, to me;
and I can safely appeal to you, who have seen all my letters and proceed-
ings, whether I have not carried them into execution as sincerely
as if they had been my own, though I ever considered them as
inconsistent with the honor and interest of our country. That they have
been inconsistent with our interest is but too fatally proved by the stab to
our navigation given by the French. So that if the question be by whose
fault is it that Colonel Hamilton and myself have not drawn together?
the answer will depend on that to two other questions, whose principles
of administration best justify, by their purity, conscientious adherence?
and which of us has, notwithstanding, stepped farthest into the control of
the department of the other? . . .




