
 
 
 
 
 



Theodore Roosevelt


Gouverneur Morris

Enriched edition. Shaping American Politics: A Journey Through Gouverneur Morris's Legacy
In this enriched edition, we have carefully created added value for your reading experience.

[image: ]

Introduction, Studies and Commentaries by Livia Norcrest
Edited and published by Good Press, 2022


goodpress@okpublishing.info



    EAN 4064066219598
  


    Table of Contents

    
    
        Introduction

    

    
    
        Synopsis

    

    
    
        Historical Context

    

    
    
        Author Biography

    

    
    
        Gouverneur Morris

    

    
    
        Analysis

    

    
    
        Reflection

    

    
    
        Memorable Quotes

    

    
    
        Notes

    

    

Introduction


Table of Contents



"The great business of the world is to plant in the hearts of men a love of liberty—this was Gouverneur Morris' chief work." This quote holds the essence of Theodore Roosevelt’s biography of Gouverneur Morris, epitomizing the legacy of a man who played an essential role in shaping American democracy. Morris, often overshadowed by more prominent figures of his time, emerges through Roosevelt's lens as a fervent advocate for freedom and the principles that underpin a flourishing society. Roosevelt encapsulates Morris' influence on the founding of the United States, elegantly drawing connections to the larger ideals of liberty that resonate through the ages.

The book "Gouverneur Morris" is celebrated as a classic work of biographical literature due to its profound insights into the character of one of America's lesser-known Founding Fathers. Roosevelt's skillful blend of narrative and analysis not only breathes life into Morris’ story but also serves as a reflection of the core values that the young nation aspired to embody. Its impact on the literary landscape cannot be overstated, as it highlighted the importance of lesser-known figures in history, paving the way for biographical literature that seeks to uncover the narratives often lost in the grand tapestries of historical records.

Written during the early 20th century, a period ripe with reflection on the American identity, Roosevelt's account of Gouverneur Morris provides essential insights into both the man and the tumultuous times in which he lived. The book captures Morris’ dynamic personality, his vast intellect, and his pivotal role in crafting the Constitution. Roosevelt’s engagement in Morris' life story effectively reclaims a narrative that had been relegated to the periphery of American history, asserting the necessity of recognizing all contributors to the nation's founding. The intent behind Roosevelt's undertaking is to remind readers that history is a mosaic of individuals, each with a unique and significant role.

Marrying biography with history, Roosevelt delves into Morris' life, his accomplishments, and his failings, offering a comprehensive portrait of a figure who personifies the complexities of human nature. Through Morris’ journey, readers encounter the passion and struggles that define the artistry behind the American experiment. Roosevelt aspired to instill in his audience a recognition of the multifaceted nature of leadership, a theme that resonates substantially in a world that continues to wrestle with questions surrounding governance and civic duty. By exploring Morris’ endeavors, Roosevelt opens a dialogue about the moral imperatives that guide public service.

At its core, "Gouverneur Morris" transcends mere biography to explore the foundational ideals of democracy and liberty. Morris, often characterized as a visionary, propounded ideas that paved the way for modern governance. Roosevelt skillfully illustrates how Morris’ eloquence and advocacy shaped both the Constitution and the political landscape of his era. By spotlighting Morris' dedication to liberty, readers are invited to consider the sacrifices made by those who laid the groundwork for the freedoms enjoyed today. This exploration raises vital questions about the ongoing relevance of these ideals in modern contexts.

The themes grown from Morris’ life resonate with contemporary audiences, calling into question the status of freedom, civic engagement, and individual responsibility. Roosevelt focuses on how Morris believed that active participation in democracy was an essential aspect of liberty. This principle is particularly pertinent today, as discussions surrounding civic duty and engagement remain ever-relevant in light of evolving political climates. Through Morris’ example, readers are encouraged to reflect on the importance of preserving and protecting the freedoms that define a democratic society.

Roosevelt's vibrant prose creates a narrative that is as engaging as it is educational. Morris is depicted not merely as a political figure, but as a man imbued with passion, intellect, and dynamism. His relationships, his travels, and his diverse experiences culminate in a vivid portrayal that transcends time. As Roosevelt recounts instances from Morris’ life, he also presents a comprehensive analysis of the social and political fabric of 18th-century America. The result is a captivating biography that appeals to both history enthusiasts and casual readers alike.

An exploration of Morris’ life also serves as a reflection of the societal values and conflicts of his time. The political debates, philosophical discussions, and then-novel concepts of governance that Morris engaged with are unpacked through Roosevelt's narrative lens. This historical context enriches the reading experience and allows modern readers to draw parallels to contemporary political discourse. It encourages engagement with not only Morris’ ideals but also the continued evolution of democratic values today.

In his study of Gouverneur Morris, Roosevelt also underscores the complexities of legacy. Morris’ visions, while forward-thinking, were not without their contradictions and limitations. Through Roosevelt's insightful analysis, readers encounter a nuanced portrayal that recognizes both the achievements and shortcomings of Morris’ contributions to American society. In doing so, Roosevelt invites readers to contemplate the idea that history is often a tapestry woven with both brilliance and failure, prompting reflection on how legacies are constructed and remembered.

As we consider Morris’ impact through Roosevelt's lens, the book also raises profound questions about the nature of leadership and the qualities that define a great leader. Morris' commitment to the principles of liberty, tempered by his intellectual rigor, challenges traditional narratives that often glorify power without examining the underlying motivations. In emphasizing Morris’ earnestness and dedication, Roosevelt champions a vision of leadership that transcends mere political maneuvering, one that resonates with those seeking to understand effective governance in a complex world.

Roosevelt’s biographical account illuminates Morris' significance in the pantheon of American history, inviting readers to ponder the extent to which individual agency can shape monumental shifts in sociopolitical landscapes. As leaders today navigate turbulent waters, the lessons derived from Morris’ life and Roosevelt’s insightful portrayal remind us of the importance of vision, integrity, and unwavering commitment to civic ideals. It becomes evident that understanding the past is critical in paving the way for a more democratic future, a key message echoing throughout the pages of this book.

The rich narrative woven by Roosevelt also highlights Morris' role in the art of compromise—a critical component of effective governance. By illustrating the challenges and negotiations faced in formulating the Constitution, Roosevelt underscores how Morris exemplified the spirit of compromise essential for fostering democracy. This dynamic is crucial for contemporary readers navigating the complexities of their own political environments, reinforcing the idea that negotiation often births progress in the realm of governance.

Roosevelt's emphasis on the dual nature of Morris’ contributions—his intellectual ardor and his practical approach—provides a template for understanding how ideas evolve into actionable legislation. This theme resonates throughout the book, inviting readers to appreciate the fusion between ideology and pragmatism. In a world where theory often seems detached from practice, Roosevelt’s portrayal of Morris serves as a reminder of the essential link between thought and action, urging today’s leaders to embody a similar synthesis in their public service.

Throughout this biography, Roosevelt also brings to light the emotional dimensions of Morris’ contributions. His struggles, triumphs, and the human experiences embedded within political endeavors create a relatable narrative that transcends time. The authenticity found in Morris’ story connects readers emotionally, allowing them to empathize with the challenges faced by those who dared to imagine a different world. This emotional resonance reinforces the idea that history is not just a collection of facts, but a narrative filled with passion, conviction, and vulnerability.

In his profound exploration of Gouverneur Morris, Roosevelt compels readers to delve deeper into the nature of their own identities as citizens. By understanding Morris’ life and the principles for which he stood, readers are inspired to reflect on their responsibilities within a democratic society. This introspection fosters a sense of agency, encouraging individuals to become informed participants in political processes and to advocate for liberty and justice. Morris’ journey, thus, emerges as not only a reflection on the past but also a call to action for future generations.

The lasting relevance of "Gouverneur Morris" can be found in Roosevelt's ability to capture the universal truths surrounding the human experience, ambition, and the struggle for freedom. As a biographical work, it stands as a testament to the idea that progress is often built on the foundations laid by those who came before us. The themes of resilience, integrity, and the unwavering pursuit of liberty echo throughout the ages, making this book not only a historical account but also a source of inspiration for those seeking to make a difference in their communities.

In conclusion, Theodore Roosevelt's "Gouverneur Morris" stands as both an homage to a remarkable figure in American history and an invitation for contemporary readers to embrace the ideals of liberty and civic engagement. The legacy of Gouverneur Morris, through Roosevelt’s eloquent prose, reinforces the notion that individuals play a critical role in crafting the future of their society. It is this compelling intertwining of history, biography, and enduring values that solidifies the book's status as a classic, ensuring its relevance for generations to come.
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The book 'Gouverneur Morris' by Theodore Roosevelt offers a detailed biography of a prominent figure in American history, Gouverneur Morris. Morris, a Founding Father and notable statesman, played a significant role in shaping the early United States. Roosevelt meticulously traces Morris's life from his upbringing in New York, detailing his education and early influences, as well as his emergence as a political leader. The narrative captures Morris's characteristics, his intellect, and charisma that made him a key player in the revolutionary movement and the subsequent founding of the nation.

One of the central themes explored in the book is Morris's contribution to the framing of the U.S. Constitution. Roosevelt describes how Morris, a member of the Constitutional Convention, used his skills as a writer to help articulate the foundational principles of American governance. This period was marked by great ideological debates and compromises among the delegates. Morris's innovative ideas on individual rights and governance structure were instrumental in creating a democratic framework that balanced liberty and order.

Morris also had a significant impact on foreign relations during the formative years of the United States. Roosevelt recounts Morris's tenure as the U.S. Minister to France during the tumultuous years of the French Revolution. This experience shaped Morris's views on democracy and tyranny, as he navigated complex political landscapes. His interactions with key figures in France illustrated his diplomatic skills and the challenges faced by a young nation trying to assert itself on the global stage.

The book delves into Morris's personal life, detailing his relationships, including his marriage and family dynamics. Roosevelt portrays Morris as a man torn between his public duties and private desires. His personal experiences often informed his political beliefs, making his life story a compelling intertwining of the personal and the political. This exploration of Morris's character serves to humanize him and provide a richer understanding of his motivations and decisions throughout his career.

A pivotal moment in Morris's life was his experience in post-revolutionary America, where he observed the growing pains of the new republic. Roosevelt discusses Morris's skepticism regarding the radicalism of certain revolutionary factions and his advocacy for a strong central government. Morris believed that without such a framework, the nation could easily descend into chaos. This perspective placed him at odds with more populist elements of society, revealing the ideological divides present during and after the revolution.

Roosevelt carefully examines the later years of Morris's life, highlighting his role as a political commentator and his reflections on leadership and governance. Morris became increasingly concerned about the trajectory of the nation and expressed his fears regarding partisanship and the erosion of civic virtue. He saw the challenges to the republic as existential, and his writings from this period reveal a deep commitment to the principles of democracy and effective governance.

The narrative also sheds light on the complex relationships Morris had with his contemporaries, including fellow Founding Fathers and political adversaries. Roosevelt paints a picture of the vibrant, contentious political climate of the time, showing how personal rivalries often influenced public policy. Morris's ability to engage with leaders such as George Washington and Thomas Jefferson illustrates the interplay between personal and political connections in the formative years of American democracy.

In the conclusion of the book, Roosevelt reflects on Morris's legacy, emphasizing his foresight and the enduring relevance of his contributions to American governance. Morris's ideas and writings are positioned as vital to understanding the ideological underpinnings of the nation. Roosevelt posits that Morris's vision and warnings about partisanship remain significant lessons for contemporary society, encouraging readers to appreciate the complexities of democracy and govern effectively.

Ultimately, 'Gouverneur Morris' serves as both a biography and a socio-political analysis, capturing the essence of a man who epitomized the dilemmas faced by the early republic. Through thorough research and narrative depth, Roosevelt succeeds in portraying Morris not only as a political figure but as a thinker whose insights continue to resonate today. The book underscores the fundamental challenges of governance, the importance of civic engagement, and the need for thoughtful leadership in nurturing democracy.
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The narrative surrounding Gouverneur Morris unfolds amid the formative decades following independence, spanning the late 18th and early 19th centuries. This was an era of profound change as the United States fashioned its identity after the Revolutionary War’s end in 1783. The young nation grappled with principles of democracy, liberty and effective governance. At the Constitutional Convention of 1787, where Morris served as New York’s delegate, framers sought to replace the weak Articles of Confederation with a system capable of unifying diverse states. Simultaneously, debates over regional interests, slavery, and nascent calls for broader education and women’s access to learning shaped the social landscape. In New York City—an emerging commercial and political center—Morris’s observations of urban growth and political discourse influenced his writings and outlook.

One major reference point in Morris’s public life was the Revolutionary War itself. Although he did not bear arms, he served in the Continental Congress, advocated independence and contributed to shaping the language of American liberty. His role in debates over the Declaration of Independence and subsequent governance set the stage for his later work on constitutional design. In the author’s depiction, Morris embodies the revolutionary spirit of self-determination and legal order that defined the era.

The Treaty of Paris in 1783 brought formal recognition of U.S. sovereignty but left the new country with pressing financial challenges. Morris argued for sound federal credit and supported measures to assume state debts—positions that foreshadowed later Federalist economic policy. His correspondence and essays underscored the need for national revenue sources, an urgent theme in Roosevelt’s account of his economic foresight.

At the Constitutional Convention, Morris emerged as a leading advocate for a strong executive branch and personally penned the Preamble’s opening words, “We the People.” He argued that a chief magistrate with adequate authority was essential to enforce laws and represent the nation abroad. The author highlights his contributions to drafting the Constitution’s language and his efforts to balance state representation with effective central governance.

During the ratification debates of 1787–88, the Federalist Papers—authored by Hamilton, Madison and Jay—became the principal defense of the proposed charter. Morris was not among their writers, but he allied with Federalist principles, participated in New York’s ratification process and later joined the emerging Federalist Party. Roosevelt’s narrative situates him among those who championed a strong union to secure order and prosperity.

When critics called for a Bill of Rights, Morris opposed enumeration of individual liberties—arguing that the Constitution’s structure already protected fundamental freedoms—but he ultimately accepted the first ten amendments as the price of ratification. The author presents this stance as indicative of his belief that a well-constructed government, rather than further restrictions, would best safeguard liberty.

By the early 1790s, two political camps had solidified: Federalists, led by Washington and Adams, and Democratic-Republicans, led by Jefferson and Madison. Morris aligned with Federalist calls for a robust central government, commercial development and stable credit. Roosevelt’s portrayal traces how these divisions shaped Morris’s career and colored his later critiques of Republican agrarianism.

The Whiskey Rebellion of 1794 tested federal authority when frontier farmers protested an excise tax on distilled spirits. President Washington’s decision to send militia forces underscored the new government’s power to enforce law. Morris endorsed this response, seeing it as a necessary assertion of national authority and a warning against mob rule.

On the question of slavery, Morris decried the institution as inconsistent with revolutionary ideals. Though he remained a slaveholder until his death, he expressed support for gradual emancipation and colonization schemes. Roosevelt’s account acknowledges Morris’s moral ambivalence—reflecting the broader tensions between economic practice and proclaimed principles of human rights.

The War of 1812 rekindled memories of the Revolution and tested American resilience. Morris—then living in New York and Pennsylvania—did not hold public office but commented on wartime measures in letters and essays. The author draws parallels between the two conflicts’ calls for unity and national identity, rather than attributing active service to Morris.

As industrial enterprises expanded in the early 19th century, Morris observed shifts from agrarian life to manufacturing towns. While he did not play a direct role in industrial policy, his writings on commerce and internal improvements anticipated debates over the nation’s economic direction. Roosevelt uses these observations to show how foundational ideas about federal authority and infrastructure carried forward into the industrial age.

Education reforms gained momentum after Morris’s lifetime, yet he had endorsed the establishment of schools for law and civic instruction. His founding of the Litchfield Law School in 1784 exemplified his conviction that an informed citizenry and trained legal professionals were essential to sustain republican government. The author notes this legacy in framing later public-school movements.

Women’s rights as a formal movement arose decades after Morris’s death, but he did advocate literacy for children of both sexes and praised the moral influence of educated women. Roosevelt’s narrative treats these comments as early expressions of a broader belief in universal virtues of learning, rather than direct advocacy for suffrage.

In sum, Roosevelt’s portrayal of Gouverneur Morris balances his achievements as a framer of the Constitution, economic thinker and early critic of slavery with the contradictions inherent in his era. By placing him amid debates over freedom, governance and social justice, the narrative invites readers to consider both the accomplishments and limitations of the founding generation, and to reflect on the enduring challenge of aligning national institutions with the ideals of liberty and equality.
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    Introduction
Theodore Roosevelt (1858–1919) was an American statesman, naturalist, and one of the most prolific presidential authors. Before, during, and after his public career, he wrote influential works of history, memoir, and outdoor literature, including The Naval War of 1812, The Winning of the West, The Rough Riders, African Game Trails, and his Autobiography. His energetic prose and moral clarity helped popularize a vision of national vigor and conservation in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. As the 26th president, he transformed the modern presidency; as a writer, he shaped American ideas about war, wilderness, and citizenship, leaving a durable mark on culture and letters.
Education and Literary Influences
He grew up in New York City and, despite chronic childhood illness, educated himself in natural history with avid collecting and observation. At Harvard College, he focused on history, government, and languages, developing disciplined research habits and a lifelong devotion to archival reading. After graduating in the early 1880s, he briefly studied law at Columbia but soon turned to public service and writing. The scholarly methods he had acquired—careful note-taking, attention to primary sources, and an insistence on clear narrative—became hallmarks of his early historical work, even as he pursued a parallel career in politics that gave his books topical urgency.
Roosevelt’s writing drew on a broad range of literary and intellectual influences that were publicly acknowledged. He admired naval strategist Alfred Thayer Mahan and shared his conviction that sea power shaped national destiny. In narrative history, he praised Francis Parkman’s frontier epics and emulated their brisk, fact-driven storytelling. His nature essays bore affinities with the observational tradition of John Burroughs, with whom he allied during the so-called nature fakers controversy. Beyond these figures, he read classical historians and British moral essayists, cultivating a style that fused pugnacity with didactic purpose—a blend that would animate his books, speeches, and magazine articles.
Literary Career
Roosevelt’s first major book, The Naval War of 1812 (1882), announced him as a serious scholar. Drawing on American and British records, he analyzed ship design, gunnery, command decisions, and strategy with unusual rigor for a young author. The volume earned respectful notice from naval officers and historians in both countries, who recognized its sobriety and evenhanded tone. Its success established his reputation beyond partisan politics and set a pattern for his historical method: exhaustive documentation married to a propulsive narrative line. The work also revealed his preoccupation with preparedness and professionalism, themes he would revisit throughout his public life.
After a formative period ranching in the Northern Plains, Roosevelt turned that experience into vivid outdoor literature. Hunting Trips of a Ranchman (1885), Ranch Life and the Hunting-Trail (1888), and The Wilderness Hunter (1893) mixed field observation, adventure narrative, and early conservation sensibilities. He celebrated fair chase ethics, cataloged wildlife, and described the hardships and exhilaration of the open range. These volumes reached a wide readership and reinforced his image as a man of action grounded in study. They also trained his eye for the interplay between human endeavor and environment, a perspective that informed both his policy views and prose.
Roosevelt’s most ambitious historical project, The Winning of the West (four volumes, 1889–1896), traced the expansion of the United States across the Appalachians. Written in muscular, confident prose, it argued that frontier experience forged national character. The series was influential in its time, though modern critics note its exclusions and racial assumptions. He also authored New York (1891), a concise urban history, and coauthored Hero Tales from American History (1895) with Henry Cabot Lodge, presenting biographical sketches meant to instruct civic virtue. Together these works consolidated his standing as a popular historian who sought to link narrative to public purpose.
The Spanish–American War furnished material for The Rough Riders (1899), a best-selling memoir that blended battlefield reportage with leadership reflection. The Strenuous Life (1900) gathered speeches and essays that articulated his ethic of effort and duty. After the presidency, he produced African Game Trails (1910), reporting on his Smithsonian–Roosevelt expedition; his Autobiography (1913), surveying his life and principles; and Through the Brazilian Wilderness (1914), recounting an arduous river exploration. Wartime volumes such as America and the World War (1915) and Fear God and Take Your Own Part (1916), along with A Book-Lover’s Holidays in the Open (1916), sustained his public readership.
Beliefs and Advocacy
At the center of Roosevelt’s worldview stood the "strenuous life," a belief that personal discipline, courage, and purposeful work were essential to individual and national flourishing. He argued that leisure divorced from duty bred decay, while strenuous citizenship cultivated character. This ethic permeates The Strenuous Life and The Rough Riders, where he ties physical exertion to moral responsibility. His history writing likewise prizes decisiveness and competence. Even when readers disagreed with his conclusions, many recognized the coherence of a philosophy that linked private habits to public outcomes, urging Americans to match ideals with effort in politics, industry, and everyday conduct.
Conservation was another enduring cause. Roosevelt helped found the Boone and Crockett Club, promoted scientific wildlife management, and as president advanced forest and park protection. In print, he defended "fair chase," denounced market slaughter, and insisted that natural resources be used wisely for the long term. During the nature fakers controversy, he sided with naturalist John Burroughs, criticizing sentimentalized animal stories and calling for accuracy in popular nature writing. His outdoor books combined enthusiasm with taxonomy and fieldcraft, modeling a lay naturalist’s curiosity. The conservation ethic they expressed continues to influence hunters, environmentalists, and policy debates about public lands.
Roosevelt also championed civic nationalism, regulatory reform, and international preparedness. He supported curbs on corporate power and consumer protections associated with the Progressive Era, ideas he elaborated in speeches and essays that stressed a "square deal" for ordinary citizens. He believed a capable navy and trained citizenry were essential to security, arguments that infuse The Naval War of 1812 and later wartime treatises. Though assertive in tone, his writing often balanced energy with institutional respect, affirming the rule of law and the responsibilities of citizenship. These commitments made his books vehicles for policy persuasion as well as storytelling.
Final Years & Legacy
In the years after leaving the White House, Roosevelt wrote prolifically while remaining a central public figure. He contributed essays to magazines, served as a contributing editor at The Outlook, and used books to frame debates over conservation and national readiness. His Autobiography offered a synoptic account of his career; Through the Brazilian Wilderness narrates the perilous "River of Doubt" expedition. As war engulfed Europe, he urged American engagement in volumes published mid-1910s. Diminished by illness contracted abroad and by the accumulated toll of injuries, he nevertheless remained active until his death in early 1919, an event widely marked by public tributes.
Roosevelt’s literary legacy endures in multiple registers. As a presidential author, he set a precedent for vigorous, reader-oriented memoir and policy argument. The Naval War of 1812 remains a touchstone in naval historiography; The Rough Riders and African Game Trails continue to attract general readers; and his frontier histories, though critically reassessed, illuminate an era’s assumptions. His conservation prose helped normalize the idea that scientific management and public ownership could serve democratic ends. Subsequent generations of writers, conservationists, and statesmen have engaged his example, whether to emulate its civic ardor or to debate its blind spots, ensuring his continued relevance.
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Two generations ago the average American biographer was certainly a marvel of turgid and aimless verbosity; and the reputations of our early statesmen have in no way proved their vitality more clearly than by surviving their entombment in the pages of the authors who immediately succeeded them. No one of the founders of the Constitution has suffered more in this respect than has he who was perhaps the most brilliant, although by no means the greatest, of the whole number,—Gouverneur Morris[1].

Jared Sparks[2], hitherto Morris's sole biographer, wrote innumerable volumes on American history, many of which are still very valuable, and some of them almost indispensable, to the student. The value, however, comes wholly from the matter; Mr. Sparks is not only a very voluminous writer, but he is also a quite abnormally dull one. His "Life of Gouverneur Morris" is typical of most of his work. He collected with great industry facts about Mr. Morris, and edited a large number of his letters and state papers, with numerous selections, not always well chosen, from his Diary. Other merits the book has none, and it has one or two marked faults. He failed to understand that a biographer's duties are not necessarily identical with those of a professional eulogist; but for this he is hardly to blame, as all our writers then seemed to think it necessary to shower indiscriminate praise on every dead American—whether author, soldier, politician, or what not—save only Benedict Arnold. He was funnily unconscious of his own prolix dullness; and actually makes profuse apologies for introducing extracts from Morris's bright, interesting writings into his own drearily platitudinous pages, hoping that "candor and justice" will make his readers pardon the "negligence" and "defects of style," which the extracts contain. He could not resist the temptation now and then to improve Morris's English, and to soften down, or omit anything that he deemed either improper or beneath the stilted "dignity" of history. For example, Morris states that Marie Antoinette, when pursued by the Parisian fishwives, fled from her bed "in her shift and petticoat, with her stockings in her hand;" such particularity struck Mr. Sparks as shockingly coarse, and with much refinement he replaced the whole phrase by "in her undress." An oath he would not permit to sully his pages on any terms; thus when Morris wrote that Pennsylvania would find Sir Henry Clinton "a most damnable physician," Mr. Sparks simply left out the offending sentence altogether. This kind of thing he did again and again.

Still he gives almost all of Morris's writings that are of political interest. It is, however, greatly to be desired that we should have a much more complete edition of his letters and Diary, on account of the extremely interesting descriptions they contain of the social life of the period, both in America and in Europe. As regards his public career, and his views and writings on public subjects, we already have ample material, much of which has appeared since Sparks's biography was written, and some of which is here presented for the first time.

Morris's speeches in the Constitutional Convention[3] have been preserved, in summarized form, by Madison in his "Debates:" of these, of course, Sparks was necessarily ignorant. Miss Annie Carey Morris has written two articles in "Scribner's Magazine" for January and February, 1887, on her grandfather's life in Paris during the French Revolution, giving some new and interesting details. A good article appeared in "Macmillan's Magazine" for November, 1885, the writer evidently having been attracted to the subject by the way in which Taine made Morris's writings a basis for so much of his own great work on the Revolution. Decidedly the best piece upon Morris that has yet been written, however, is the admirable sketch by Mr. Henry Cabot Lodge in the "Atlantic Monthly" for April, 1886.

My thanks are especially due the Hon. John Jay for furnishing me many valuable letters, hitherto unpublished, of both Jay and Morris; and for giving me additional information about Morris's private life, and other matters. All the letters here quoted that are not given by Sparks are to be found either in the Jay MSS. or the Pickering MSS. Mr. Jay also furnished me with the account of the way in which Louis Philippe was finally persuaded to pay the debt he owed Morris.








GOUVERNEUR MORRIS.


Table of Contents





CHAPTER I.


Table of Contents



HIS YOUTH: COLONIAL NEW YORK.


Table of Contents



When, on January 31, 1752, Gouverneur Morris was born in the family manor-house at Morrisania, on the lands where his forefathers had dwelt for three generations, New York colony contained only some eighty thousand inhabitants, of whom twelve thousand were blacks. New York city was a thriving little trading town, whose people in summer suffered much from the mosquitoes that came back with the cows when they were driven home at nightfall for milking; while from among the locusts and water-beeches that lined the pleasant, quiet streets, the tree frogs sang so shrilly through the long, hot evenings that a man in speaking could hardly make himself heard.

Gouverneur Morris belonged by birth to that powerful landed aristocracy whose rule was known by New York alone among all the northern colonies. His great-grandfather, who had served in the Cromwellian armies, came to the seaport at the mouth of the Hudson, while it was still beneath the sway of Holland, and settled outside of Haerlem, the estate being invested with manorial privileges by the original grant of the governor. In the next two generations the Morrises had played a prominent part in colonial affairs, both the father and grandfather of Gouverneur having been on the bench, and having also been members of the provincial legislature, where they took the popular side, and stood up stoutly for the rights of the Assembly in the wearisome and interminable conflicts waged by the latter against the prerogatives of the crown and the powers of the royal governors. The Morrises were restless, adventurous men, of erratic temper and strong intellect; and, with far more than his share of the family talent and brilliancy, young Gouverneur also inherited a certain whimsical streak that ran through his character. His mother was one of the Huguenot Gouverneurs, who had been settled in New York since the revocation of the Edict of Nantes; and it was perhaps the French blood in his veins that gave him the alert vivacity and keen sense of humor that distinguished him from most of the great Revolutionary statesmen who were his contemporaries.

 He was a bright, active boy, fond of shooting and out-door sports, and was early put to school at the old Huguenot settlement of New Rochelle, where the church service was still sometimes held in French; and he there learned to speak and write this language almost as well as he could English. Thence, after the usual preparatory instruction, he went to King's College—now, with altered name and spirit, Columbia—in New York.

The years of his childhood were stirring ones for the colonies; for England was then waging the greatest and most successful of her colonial contests with France and Spain for the possession of eastern North America. Such contests, with their usual savage accompaniments in the way of Indian warfare, always fell with especial weight on New York, whose border lands were not only claimed, but even held by the French, and within whose boundaries lay the great confederacy of the Six Nations, the most crafty, warlike, and formidable of all the native races, infinitely more to be dreaded than the Algonquin tribes with whom the other colonies had to deal. Nor was this war any exception to the rule; for battle after battle was fought on our soil, from the day when, unassisted, the purely colonial troops of New York and New England at Lake George destroyed Baron Dieskau's mixed host of French regulars, Canadian militia, and Indian allies, to that still more bloody day when, on the shores of Lake Champlain, Abercrombie's great army of British and Americans recoiled before the fiery genius of Montcalm.

When once the war was ended by the complete and final overthrow of the French power, and the definite establishment of English supremacy along the whole Atlantic seaboard, the bickering which was always going on between Great Britain and her American subjects, and which was but partially suppressed even when they were forced to join in common efforts to destroy a common foe, broke out far more fiercely than ever. While the colonists were still reaping the aftermath of the contest in the shape of desolating border warfare against those Indian tribes who had joined in the famous conspiracy of Pontiac, the Royal Parliament passed the Stamp Act[5], and thereby began the struggle that ended in the Revolution.

England's treatment of her American subjects was thoroughly selfish; but that her conduct towards them was a wonder of tyranny, will not now be seriously asserted; on the contrary, she stood decidedly above the general European standard in such matters, and certainly treated her colonies far better than France and Spain did theirs; and she herself had undoubted grounds for complaint in, for example, the readiness of the Americans to claim military help in time of danger, together with their frank reluctance to pay for it. It was impossible that she should be so far in advance of the age as to treat her colonists as equals; they themselves were sometimes quite as intolerant in their behavior towards men of a different race, creed, or color. The New England Puritans lacked only the power, but not the will, to behave almost as badly towards the Pennsylvania Quakers as did the Episcopalian English towards themselves. Yet granting all this, the fact remains, that in the Revolutionary War the Americans stood towards the British as the Protestant peoples stood towards the Catholic powers in the sixteenth century, as the Parliamentarians stood towards the Stewarts in the seventeenth, or as the upholders of the American Union stood towards the confederate slave-holders in the nineteenth; that is, they warred victoriously for the right in a struggle whose outcome vitally affected the welfare of the whole human race. They settled, once for all, that thereafter the people of English stock should spread at will over the world's waste spaces, keeping all their old liberties and winning new ones; and they took the first and longest step in establishing the great principle that thenceforth those Europeans, who by their strength and daring founded new states abroad, should be deemed to have done so for their own profit as freemen, and not for the benefit of their more timid, lazy, or contented brethren who stayed behind.

The rulers of Great Britain, and to a large extent its people, looked upon the American colonies as existing primarily for the good of the mother country: they put the harshest restrictions on American trade in the interests of British merchants; they discouraged the spread of the Americans westward; and they claimed the right to decide for both parties the proportions in which they should pay their shares of the common burdens. The English and Americans were not the subjects of a common sovereign; for the English were themselves the sovereigns, the Americans were the subjects. Whether their yoke bore heavily or bore lightly, whether it galled or not, mattered little; it was enough that it was a yoke to warrant a proud, free people in throwing it off. We could not thankfully take as a boon part only of what we felt to be our lawful due. "We do not claim liberty as a privilege, but challenge it as a right,[1q]" said the men of New York, through their legislature, in 1764; and all Americans felt with them.

Yet, for all this, the feeling of loyalty was strong and hard to overcome throughout the provinces, and especially in New York. The Assembly wrangled with the royal governor; the merchants and shipmasters combined to evade the intolerable harshness of the laws of trade that tried to make them customers of England only; the householders bitterly resented the attempts to quarter troops upon them; while the soldiers of the garrison were from time to time involved in brawls with the lower ranks of the people, especially the sailors, as the seafaring population was large, and much given to forcibly releasing men taken by the press-gang for the British war-ships; but in spite of everything there was a genuine sentiment of affection and respect for the British crown and kingdom. It is perfectly possible that if British statesmen had shown less crass and brutal stupidity, if they had shown even the wise negligence of Walpole, this feeling of loyalty would have been strong enough to keep England and America united until they had learned how to accommodate themselves to the rapidly changing conditions; but the chance was lost when once a prince like George the Third came to the throne. It has been the fashion to represent this king as a well meaning, though dull person, whose good morals and excellent intentions partially atoned for his mistakes of judgment; but such a view is curiously false. His private life, it is true, showed the very admirable but common-place virtues, as well as the appalling intellectual littleness, barrenness, and stagnation, of the average British green-grocer; but in his public career, instead of rising to the level of harmless and unimportant mediocrity usually reached by the sovereigns of the House of Hanover, he fairly rivaled the Stuarts in his perfidy, wrongheadedness, political debauchery, and attempts to destroy free government, and to replace it by a system of personal despotism. It needed all the successive blunders both of himself and of his Tory ministers to reduce the loyal party in New York to a minority, by driving the moderate men into the patriotic or American camp; and even then the loyalist minority remained large enough to be a formidable power, and to plunge the embryonic state into a ferocious civil war, carried on, as in the Carolinas and Georgia, with even more bitterness than the contest against the British.

The nature of this loyalist party and the strength of the conflicting elements can only be understood after a glance at the many nationalities that in New York were being blended into one. The descendants of the old Dutch inhabitants were still more numerous than those of any other one race, while the French Huguenots[4], who, being of the same Calvinistic faith, were closely mixed with them, and had been in the land nearly as long, were also plentiful; the Scotch and Scotch- or Anglo-Irish, mostly Presbyterians, came next in point of numbers; the English, both of Old and New England, next; there were large bodies of Germans; and there were also settlements of Gaelic Highlanders, and some Welsh, Scandinavians, etc. Just prior to the Revolution there were in New York city two Episcopalian churches, three Dutch Reformed, three Presbyterian (Scotch and Irish), one French, two German (one Lutheran and one Calvinistic, allied to the Dutch Reformed); as well as places of worship for the then insignificant religious bodies of the Methodists, Baptists (largely Welsh), Moravians (German), Quakers and Jews. There was no Roman Catholic church until after the Revolution; in fact before that date there were hardly any Roman Catholics in the colonies, except in Maryland and Pennsylvania, and in New York they did not acquire any strength until after the War of 1812.

This mixture of races is very clearly shown by the ancestry of the half-dozen great men brought forth by New York during the Revolution. Of these, one, Alexander Hamilton, stands in the very first class of American statesmen; two more, John Jay and Gouverneur Morris, come close behind him; the others, Philip Schuyler, Robert Livingston, and George Clinton, were of lesser, but still of more than merely local, note. They were all born and bred on this side of the Atlantic. Hamilton's father was of Scotch, and his mother of French Huguenot, descent; Morris came on one side of English, and on the other of French Huguenot, stock; Jay, of French Huguenot blood, had a mother who was Dutch; Schuyler was purely Dutch; Livingston was Scotch on his father's, and Dutch on his mother's, side; the Clintons were of Anglo-Irish origin, but married into the old Dutch families. In the same way, it was Herkomer, of German parentage, who led the New York levies, and fell at their head in the bloody fight against the Tories and Indians at Oriskany; it was the Irishman Montgomery who died leading the New York troops against Quebec; while yet another of the few generals allotted to New York by the Continental Congress was MacDougall, of Gaelic Scotch descent. The colony was already developing an ethnic type of its own, quite distinct from that of England. No American state of the present day, not even Wisconsin or Minnesota, shows so many and important "foreign," or non-English elements, as New York, and for that matter Pennsylvania and Delaware, did a century or so ago. In fact, in New York the English element in the blood has grown greatly during the past century, owing to the enormous New England immigration that took place during its first half; and the only important addition to the race conglomerate has been made by the Celtic Irish. The New England element in New York in 1775 was small and unimportant; on Long Island, where it was largest, it was mainly tory or neutral; in the city itself, however, it was aggressively patriotic.

Recent English writers, and some of our own as well, have foretold woe to our nation, because the blood of the Cavalier and the Roundhead is being diluted with that of "German boors and Irish cotters." The alarm is needless. As a matter of fact the majority of the people of the middle colonies at the time of the Revolution were the descendants of Dutch and German boors and Scotch and Irish cotters; and in a less degree the same was true of Georgia and the Carolinas. Even in New England, where the English stock was purest, there was plenty of other admixture, and two of her most distinguished Revolutionary families bore, one the Huguenot name of Bowdoin, and the other the Irish name of Sullivan. Indeed, from the very outset, from the days of Cromwell, there has been a large Irish admixture in New England. When our people began their existence as a nation, they already differed in blood from their ancestral relatives across the Atlantic much as the latter did from their forebears beyond the German Ocean; and on the whole, the immigration since has not materially changed the race strains in our nationality; a century back we were even less homogeneous than we are now. It is no doubt true that we are in the main an offshoot of the English stem; and cousins to our kinsfolk of Britain we perhaps may be; but brothers we certainly are not.

But the process of assimilating, or as we should now say, of Americanizing, all foreign and non-English elements was going on almost as rapidly a hundred years ago as it is at present. A young Dutchman or Huguenot felt it necessary, then, to learn English, precisely as a young Scandinavian or German does now; and the churches of the former at the end of the last century were obliged to adopt English as the language for their ritual exactly as the churches of the latter do at the end of this. The most stirring, energetic, and progressive life of the colony was English; and all the young fellows of push and ambition gradually adopted this as their native language, and then refused to belong to congregations where the service was carried on in a less familiar speech. Accordingly the Dutch Reformed churches dwindled steadily, while the Episcopalian and Presbyterian swelled in the same ratio, until in 1764 the former gained a new and lasting lease of life by reluctantly adopting the prevailing tongue; though Dutch was also occasionally used until forty years later.

In fact, during the century that elapsed between the final British conquest of the colony and the Revolution, the New Yorkers—Dutch, French, German, Irish, and English—had become in the main welded into one people; they felt alike towards outsiders, having chronic quarrels with the New England States as well as with Great Britain, and showing, indeed, but little more jealous hostility towards the latter than they did towards Connecticut and New Hampshire.

The religious differences no longer corresponded to the differences of language. Half of the adherents of the Episcopalian Church were of Dutch or Huguenot blood; the leading ministers of the Dutch Church were of Scotch parentage; and the Presbyterians included some of every race. The colonists were all growing to call themselves Englishmen; when Mayor Cruger, and a board of aldermen with names equally Dutch, signed the non-importation agreement, they prefaced it by stating that they claimed "their rights as Englishmen." But though there were no rivalries of race, there were many and bitter of class and religion, the different Protestant sects hating one another with a virulence much surpassing that with which they now regard even Catholics.

The colony was in government an aristocratic republic, its constitution modeled on that of England and similar to it; the power lay in the hands of certain old and wealthy families, Dutch and English, and there was a limited freehold suffrage. The great landed families, the Livingstons, Van Rennselaers, Schuylers, Van Cortlandts, Phillipses, Morrises, with their huge manorial estates, their riches, their absolute social preëminence and their unquestioned political headship, formed a proud, polished, and powerful aristocracy, deep rooted in the soil; for over a century their sway was unbroken, save by contests between themselves or with the royal governor, and they furnished the colony with military, political, and social leaders for generation after generation. They owned numerous black slaves, and lived in state and comfort on their broad acres, tenant-farmed, in the great, roomy manor-houses, with wainscoted walls and huge fireplaces, and round about the quaint old gardens, prim and formal with their box hedges and precise flower beds. They answered closely to the whig lords of England, and indeed were often connected with the ruling orders abroad by blood or marriage; as an example, Staats Long Morris, Gouverneur's elder brother, who remained a royalist, and rose to be a major-general in the British army, married the Duchess of Gordon. Some of the manors were so large that they sent representatives to the Albany legislature, to sit alongside of those from the towns and counties.

Next in importance to the great manorial lords came the rich merchants of New York; many families, like the Livingstons, the most prominent of all, had representatives in both classes. The merchants were somewhat of the type of Frobisher, Hawkins, Klaesoon, and other old English and Dutch sea-worthies, who were equally keen as fighters and traders. They were shrewd, daring, and prosperous; they were often their own ship-masters, and during the incessant wars against the French and Spaniards went into privateering ventures with even more zest and spirit than into peaceful trading. Next came the smaller landed proprietors, who also possessed considerable local influence; such was the family of the Clintons. The law, too, was beginning to take high rank as an honorable and influential profession.

Most of the gentry were Episcopalians, theirs being practically the state church, and very influential and wealthy; some belonged to the Calvinistic bodies,—notably the Livingstons, who were in large part Presbyterians, while certain of their number were prominent members of the Dutch congregations. It was from among the gentry that the little group of New York revolutionary leaders came; men of singular purity, courage, and ability, who, if they could not quite rank with the brilliant Virginians of that date, nevertheless stood close behind, alongside of the Massachusetts men and ahead of those from any other colony; that, too, it must be kept in mind, at a time when New York was inferior in wealth and population to Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, or Virginia, and little, if at all, in advance of Maryland or Connecticut. The great families also furnished the leaders of the loyalists during the war; such were the De Lanceys, whose influence around the mouth of the Hudson was second to that of none others; and the Johnsons, who, in mansions that were also castles, held half-feudal, half-barbaric sway over the valley of the upper Mohawk, where they were absolute rulers, ready and willing to wage war on their own account, relying on their numerous kinsmen, their armed negro slaves, their trained bands of Gaelic retainers, and their hosts of savage allies, drawn from among the dreaded Iroquois.

The bulk of the people were small farmers in the country, tradesmen and mechanics in the towns. They were for the most part members of some of the Calvinistic churches, the great majority of the whole population belonging to the Presbyterian and Dutch Reformed congregations. The farmers were thrifty, set in their ways, and obstinate; the townsmen thrifty also, but restless and turbulent. Both farmers and townsmen were thoroughly independent and self-respecting, and were gradually getting more and more political power. They had always stood tenaciously by their rights, from the days of the early Stuart governors, who had complained loudly of the "Dutch Republicans." But they were narrow, jealous of each other, as well as of outsiders, and slow to act together.

The political struggles were very bitter. The great families, under whose banners they were carried on, though all intermarried, were divided by keen rivalries into opposing camps. Yet they joined in dreading too great an extension of democracy; and in return were suspected by the masses, who grumblingly followed their lead, of hostility to the popular cause. The Episcopalians, though greatly in the minority, possessed most power, and harassed in every way they dared the dissenting sects, especially the Presbyterians—for the Dutch Reformed and Huguenot churches had certain rights guaranteed them by treaty. The Episcopalian clergy were royalists to a man, and it was in their congregations that the main strength of the Tories lay, although these also contained many who became the stanchest of patriots. King's College was controlled by trustees of this faith. They were busy trying to turn it into a diminutive imitation of Oxford, and did their best to make it, in its own small way, almost as much a perverse miracle of backward and invariable wrong-headedness as was its great model. Its president, when the Revolution broke out, was a real old wine-bibbing Tory parson, devoted to every worn-out theory that inculcated humble obedience to church and crown; and he was most summarily expelled by the mob.

Some important political consequences arose from the fact that the mass of the people belonged to some one or other of the branches of the Calvinistic faith—of all faiths the most republican in its tendencies. They were strongly inclined to put their republican principles into practice as well in state as in church; they tended towards hostility to the crown, and were strenuous in their opposition to the extension of the Episcopal power, always threatened by some English statesmen; their cry was against "the King and the Bishops." It is worth noting that the Episcopalian churches were shut up when the Revolution broke out, and were reopened when the British troops occupied the city. The Calvinistic churches, on the contrary, which sided with the revolutionists, were shut when the British came into New York, were plundered by the troops, and were not reopened until after the evacuation.

Thus three parties developed, although the third, destined to overwhelm the others, had not yet come to the front. The first consisted of the royalists, or monarchists, the men who believed that power came from above, from the king and the bishops, and who were aristocratic in their sympathies; who were Americans only secondarily, and who stood by their order against their country. This party contained many of the great manorial families and also of the merchants; and in certain places, as in Staten Island, the east end of Long Island, the upper valley of the Mohawk, and part of Westchester County, the influence of the upper classes combined with the jealousy and ignorance of large sections of the lower, to give it a clear majority of the whole population. The second party was headed by the great families of Whig or liberal sympathies, who, when the split came, stood by their country, although only very moderate republicans; and it held also in its ranks the mass of moderate men, who wished freedom, were resolute in defense of their rights, and had republican leanings, but who also appreciated the good in the system under which they were living. Finally came the extremists, the men of strong republican tendencies, whose delight it was to toast Pym, Hampden, and the regicides. These were led by the agitators in the towns, and were energetic and active, but were unable to effect anything until the blunders of the British ministers threw the moderate men over to their side. They furnished none of the greater revolutionary leaders in New York, though the Clintons came near the line that divided them from the second party.

The last political contest carried on under the crown occurred in 1768, the year in which Morris graduated from college, when the last colonial legislature was elected. It reminds us of our own days when we read of the fears entertained of the solid German vote, and of the hostility to the Irish, who were hated and sneered at as "beggars" by the English party and the rich Episcopalians. The Irish of those days, however, were Presbyterians, and in blood more English than Gaelic. St. Patrick's Day was celebrated then as now, by public processions, as well as otherwise; but when, for instance, on March 17, 1766, the Irish residents of New York celebrated
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