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“We Are All
Federalists,

All Republicans”

MaJS.,'Le'rhgrl ‘

Students of the past have long debated whether peo-
* 7 make history, or whether it is the ather way
wiprund. Determinists, for their part, contend that
higtorical forces were at work shaping the course and
colmpasition of past societies, Humanists, on the
wther hand, focus on the human side of the past, ex-
arfining how the interaction of people ahd events
dictates'the course of history. For the humanist,
history is in truthmas Sir Walter Scott phrased
it-—"the essence of mnumerable biographies.” Part {V
of | Partrait of America follews the humanist view of
higtory and seeks to iltustrate Scott's dictum: it al-
tempts to show the course of the young American
Rejpubtic, from the dawn of the nineteenth century to
“1h¢ Era of Good Feelings, through the lives of some
the leading participants, starting with Thomas Jef-
ferson,

-tt us pick up the American story where Cunliffe
lett off in the previous selection. When John Adums
refaced Washington as president in 1796, Federalist
leaklers were eatremely apprehensive about the
Franch Revolution and the anarchy and violence
which seemed tw characterize it. Might the French

' not spread to America as it appeared 1o be
sprivading across Europe? Might not a conspiracy )
Alrtady be underway in the United States to tan the

—

[$)

13

——r——

1Cl’m-v\ Oa&-@s/ Portvreit 9_-(- Amen‘cﬂ

Hames of revolution, to unleash the American mob
un Federalist leaders, to destroy the order and stabil-
ity they had worked so hard to establish? Since 1793,
when Citizen Genét had tried to enlist American men
and privateers for the French cause, the Federalists
had feared revolution in their midst. Champions of a
strong government Lo mairitain order, apostles of
elitist rule and the sanctity of private propetty, the
Federalists soon equated the Republicans under
Madison and Jefferson with revolution, ‘chaos, and
destruction. After all, did the Republicans not sup-
port the French? Did they not defend the mob here at
home? Did they not call for more democracy in
government (although many uf.their léaders paradox-
ically were Southern slaveowners)? Thé harried
Federalists barely beat off a Republican attempt to
seize the government in 1796, when Adams dufe*lted
Jefferson by only three votes in the uiecmral LL)“ELL’
Then, as though the Republican threat were hot bad
enough, trouble broke oul with Revolunonary
Frante. In the notorious XYZ Affair, French ag,ents
tried to extract a bribe {rom American representatives”
sent to nugotiate about deleriorating France-
American relations, Many Americans thought the na-
tion’s hanor had been besmirched and demanded a !
war of revenge. In cesponse, the Federalists under-
took an undeclared sea war against Fr?,nc_e that {asted
{m_rh 1798 to 1800, Using the war as a pretext to con-
solidate their power, bridle the Republicans, and pre-
vent revolution in the United States, the Federalists
passed the Alien and Sedition Acts, These, they
declared, were necessary for the natfon’s security in
the war.with France. The alien acts 5evere!y restricted
the nghts and political influence of 1mm:3rants who
usually joined the Republicans after they were

naturalized and who might be. carrying the French
virus, The sedition act made hostile criticism of
Federalist policies punishable by fine and imprison-
ment, The Republicans, decrying such government
censorship, launched a counterattack against Federal
“despotism.” The Federalists were so discredited by
the alien and sédition laws, and so divided by anir-
recondilable feud between Adams and Hamilton, that
the Republicans were able to win the.government in
1801, Their victory marked the decline and eventu-
ally the end of the Federalist Party as a national
pubtical organization.




Jefferson liked to describe fus rise to power as “the
cevolution of 1800.” But was it reully a revolution?
True. the Republicans allowed the hated Alien and
Seditlon Acts to expire in 1801, reduced the residence
requirement for naturalized citizenship from tourteen
years to tive so that America could again function as
an “asylum” tor “oppressed hunianity,” inaugurated a
new fiscal policy ot government trugality and viti-
ciency, i strove 1o retire the national ddebit of 533
million in sixteen years. Jeflerson also repudiated the
idea of government-by and lor & political eliw, Yot he
anud his top administrators wore ax cuucatad,
talented, and upper-class as their Federalist
predecessors, Murcuv'er: while Jefferson embraced the
laissez~faire principle that that government is best
which guverns least, he found that reversing ol
Federalist commitments could cause contusion and
consternation across the land, Therefore he and his
followers permitted the United States Bank to con-
tinue operating (it closed in 1811 whun its charter ran
out) and maintained Federalist measures for refund-
ing the national debt, stimulating American shipping,
and assuming the states’ Revolutionary War debts,
Nor did Jetferson's “Ravolution of 1800" change the
condition of America's enslaved blacks. As president,
the author of. the Declaration of {ndependence,
himself a slaveholder, carefully avoided the subject of
bondage.

"What is practicable,” Jefferson said, "must often
control whit is pure theory." For Max Leraer, a
distinguished student of American civilization, this
statement is the key to the essential JeHerson, Lerner's
sprightly profile reveals a many-sided man, who had
follies as well as triumphs, who by turns was philo-
suphical, practical, passionate, and contradictory,
and who still has meaning for our time.

On March 4, 1801, Thomas Jetferson, atiended
by seme friends, walked from Conrad and M-
Munn's boardinghouse, in the raw village called
Washingten, to the new Capitol. In a crowded
Senate chamber, Chief Justice John Marshall, his
old political enemy, swore him in as President,

He was a tall, freckled, redheaded planter-
scholar-aristocrat, with a lovse-jointed figure,
casually worn clothes, strong but kindly features,
and an air of gentieness that belied the sharpness
of purpose and will behind it. His inauguration
marked the first peacefufsdccession of puwer
from ane party to another in a modern republic.
But the power base itself was being shifted. What
had started as an armed revolution against the
British monarchy and had then become a con-
stitutivnal government of the owning groups was
now being completed by the peaceful revolution
of 1800 against privilege und the dead hand ot the
pasi.

No wonder he had worked hard on his in-
augural address, putting it through three dratts,
polishing every sentence and phrase. His words
were. conciliatory in tone: “We are all republi-
cans: we are al] federalists.” In his manuscript he
put it in lower case, meaning the principles of
republicanism and federalism, nat the parties.
Yet the real theme of the address was Jefferson’s
vision of where the strength (or “energy”) of the
new American experiment lay—nat in the idea of
power but in the power of the idea of a scli-
governing republic, continually remaking itselt
by the will of the people.

He knew there wers fears about him because he
wanted to turn power back Lo the states, cut both
government costs and taxes, reduce the army and
navy, and retire the public debt. He had repeat-
edly said “Peace is my passion,” which caused
many to wonder.whether he would expose the
new nation naked to its enemies. -

His answer was a ringing affirmation ot the
democratic potential. 1 belicve this. .. the
strungest government on carth. | believe it to be

From "The Real N, America: Thamas Jetlerson” by Mux
Lerner i Quest/ 77, March-April 1977, Reprinted by permis-
sing,
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the only one where every man, at the call of the
laws, would fly to the standard of the law. .
Sometimes it is said that man cannot be trusted
with the government of himself, Can he, then, be
trusted with the government of others? Or have
we found angels in the form of kings to govern
him? Let history answer the question,”

- *|Every new President starts, in his campaign, as a

suppliant at the door of power and ends as a sup-
pliant at the door of history, to learn how it will
judge him, And history puts the old and ever-new
uestions about him: how much power he
priclded, and how; what he was like in mind,
tharacter, appetites, neuroses, psyche, vision;
how many lives he blasted in war, how securely
he built the peace, They are the old questions

freud took from the Greeks—of Eros and
Sanatos.

There is a streak of Golden Age thinking in
Americans, a cull” of primitivism which makes
them dream of the:early days as always the good
opes. If anyone should have made a guod Presi-

asiparty leader and polemicist, he was brilliantly
etfective, But put to the test of sustained power at
the sammit, he proved a great man but an indif-

y his nature and conviction he was—in james
ser's  classification—a  passive President

rather than an active one, and an inward-looking

ong rather than an extravert. His conception of
the; presidency was not the dynamic one that
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Roosevelt, Kennedy, and Johnson made familiar
to our own time. Jt reached back —in his theory at
least—to his basic philosophy.

His view of government and society wis part
of his view of the cosmos—thal it had been
formed all of a piece by a divine Intelligence and
operated by the laws of Nature, that in the mora)
universe as well as the physical there were laws
and principles that men must discoyer and live
by. He had few illusions about man's essential
goodness: “The lions and tigers are. mere lambs
compared with man as a destroyer.” He saw man
as a predator and prey alike, but he saw goyern-
ments-—unless their. tyranny was checked—as the
embodiment .of the predator. His remedy was a
double one: to sét limits on the powers and ac-
tions of the government, and to educate the peo-
ple to resist the predators and escape bring prey,
This meant direct intervention by the people to
narrow the powers of government and set up
checks and balances on power, _

Althaugh he was a revolutionary, he didn't
believe that revolutions changed institutions, He
thought they were not utopian but purgative:
they couldnt create ap ideal sociely, but they
could get rid of obstructions from the past, and
prevent old forms from hardening into tyrannical
ones, Unlike Burke, he had little feel for tradition
and the continuities of the social organism over
lime. This man, himself so deeply rooted in soil,

- tamily, party, state, nation, time, kept rooted-

ness out of his political philosophy except in his
aversion to cities. He felt, unlike the French
philosophes, that the present owed no debts to
the past and could make no claims on the future.
Rarely has America had.a thinker for whom the
generational struggle was so cruclal, He cdleu-
lated a generational span as 18 years and eight

- months, and felt that every generation had a right

to pry away the dead hand of the past, start with
a clean slate, and work out its own lines of
development,

i
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This left Jefferson opentoa pragmatism which
has marked liberalism in America ever singe. It
gavd flexibility to one whose firm sense of prinei-
ple fnight otherwise have turned him into a rigid
doc{rinaire. -

I doctrine he did not believe in a strong ex-
ecufive power nor an activist presiduncy; in prac-

ticel he tried to hold sway over his administra- -

lion—effectively in his first term, disastrously in
his|second, In doctrine he believed Tn construing
the| Constitution strictly; in practice, as the Loui-
siaha Purchase showed, he used the Constitution
flekibly enough to accommodate an “empire for
fraedom.” In doctrine he was a champion of legis-
latlive supremacy; in practice he kept a tight rein
onl Congress through his party lieutenants in both
hguses, with whom he was in constant touch. In
detrine he saw a “happy varicty of minds” as
rt of the scheme of creation; in practice, when
..,& woing got hard, he engineered the impeach-
alent of judges in his first term and tried to harass
ahd jail hostile editors in his second.

He played host to all the 138 congressmen at
finner, inviling thwln' in groups ol cight or ten
om the same party every uther day, 80 thal
cually (counting the diplomats and others) he
Lod o dozen to eighteen guests. In the village ot
3,000 that called iteelf the nation's capital, wheru
the social lite was sparse and bleak, an invitation
o dine with the President was unlikely to be re-
fused, The guests arrived around 3:30, when
Congress was through for the day. chatted for a
half hour, found places at the round table {there
was no protocol: cverything was done by “the
principle of equality, or pele-mele”), and enjayed
a hearty dinner, with good and plentiful wine,
and with conversation as the main course
throughout. ,

There were no blessings at the start, no toasts
were drunk, and talk of politics was discouraged
at any time. The conversation ranged widely
because the host, who led “it, knew something

L
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about everything and everything about some
things. The talk was of travel, crops, farming
techniques, animals, music, cities, wines, litera-
ture, building, medicine, science, history, fussils,
wars, revolutions. “You never can be an hour in
this man's company,’ wrote john Quincy Adams
in his diary, “withoul something of  the
marvetous,” ‘ '

His dinners were a costly burden to him, bul
they were also-an intellectual delight, anarena for
the quiet and effortiess display of everything he
knew and had done, everyone he had met. Al
though they were nonpolilical in tone, they were
in the deepest sense political —-a way of holding
his parly in Congress together, while wndercits
ting snme of the attacks on him that were mount-
ing in the Federalist press.

Although o deeply convinced pacilist, Jefterson
came to believe in extending America’s “empire
tor liberty' on its OwWn cuntinent, Dreaming af an
American empire of his own, Napuleon had
{orced a declining Spanish monarchy to cede to
him the immense, vaguely outlined Mississippl
Yalley. This set in matian strong pressures on jet-
fersan from the frontier seltiers, who needed New
Orleans as a transshipping port for their prod-
ucts, Jefferson sent James Monroe to Daris Lo talk
about buying New Qrleans and wesl Florida, but
before he arrived, Napoleon-—his forces
decimated in Santo Domingo—had decided to
move his imperial ambitions toward the Cast
rather than America, and Talleyrand offered to
sell the whole of the Louisiana Territory,

Jeffersan was staggered by the new nation’s
chance, sudden and immense, 10 extend ity do-
main beyond any dream of the most fervent na-
Lionalists. The price--$15 million-—seems tiny to
us, but it was fouror five timues the annual cost of
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running the government, and added to the debt
Gallatin had whittied down, But the real problem
was constitutional, since the President had no ex-
plicit power under the Constitution to buy land,
At first Jefferson thought of asking for a constitu-
tional amendment, but speed was essential. So he
did what histary has admired him for: he closed
the deal, and rationalized it by saying the people
would have wanted him to decide as he did.

When the treaty of purchase came before the
Senale, a nuimber of Federalists denounced it as
“Jefferson’s Folly,” Yet laler generations of
Americans have preferred to see it as Jefferson’s
glory—the greatest single geopolitical event of
American history since the discovery by Colum-
bus.

The new land doubled America’s expanse, gave
it a structure of agricuttural and manufacturing
power, and propelled it decisively into becoming
*in time a world power. It also upset the balance of
power between the two major parties, broaden-
ing the base of the Republicans and making them
a national party with an impulsion westward,
While it did not make Jetferson an “imperialist” in
today's sense, it made him part of what was to be
called the “manifest destiny” of America. Himself
a naturalist and ethnographer, and the son of a
surveyur, Jefferson sent out the Lewis and Clark
Expedition to map the new domain, report on its
resources and peoaple, and dramatize its meaning
for the rising American national consciousness,
He had not abandoned his dream of an agrarian
sucicty: he had only found a larger setting in
which the dream could be renewed and pursued.

By a stroke of fortune history had olfered Jef-
terson, at an 'unsuspected moment, a great
navigable stream and a vast land empire alimost

for the asking. Had he been merely doctrinaire, .

he would have turned a stony face to Napeleon
and Talleyrand and rejected the great historic
chance because it ?;m counter to what he had
argucdd and written about the Cunstitution, But
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he didn't, and thereby he laid the basis for the
place of his first term in history,

In 1804 Jefferson was overwhelmingly reelected,
despite a bitter campaign in the Federalist press
against his personal life and morals. He took his
success as fresh evidence of the people’s mandate,
But in 1805.his troubles began. In his [irst term,
very little seemed to go wrong for him, In his sec-
ond, nothing seemed to go right—not the Burr
conspiracy and trial, nor the embargo, nor the
impeachment of Supreme Court Justice Samucel
Chase, nor his venderta with the anti-Republican
press. '

Burr was brilliant, cynical, persuasive, unscru-
pulous, with a flaring imagination—in short, a
fascinating rascal, After being dropped as vice-
presidential candidate in 1804, he cooked up 2
grandiose scheme for carving out of the Louisiana
Territory an independent republic over which he
could rule, Jefferson could have played it cool,
and lel the legal authorities deal with his actual
conspiracy. Instead he overreacted, made o
treason trial out of i, and Chiel Justice Mar-
shall~whao had outmancuvered Jefferson in the
case of the "midnigh! judges” in Marbury v
Madison—was now able, in presiding over the
trial, to apply a strict definition of treason as
overt acts of war or betrayal against the United
States. The crucial evidence for treason in this
sense was lacking; Burr was acquitted, and Jeffer-
son was left looking bothifoolish and vindictive.

He had an even more hapless time with the
French and British depredations on American
commerce. It was Jefferson's fate to act out hisen-
tire presicential career against:the background of
swirling struggle between ‘the ~great European
powers—a struggle that locked him-into dilem-
mas not of his own making, presented him with
options nat of his choosing, and finally proved
the undoing of much he had hoped to accomp-
lish.




about his ciothes, waich rarely fir him. A Federulist
seuatar once mistook Jefferson fur nservant, observing
wjith a sniff that his shirt was dirty, (Courtesy of The
Npw York Historical Society.)

| When the British and French both seized
merican vessels if they touched at the ports of
the other, Jefferson decided to test one of his
favarite doctrines—that war was both intolerable
and unnecessary, and that the best weapon
against both powers lay in economic sanctions.
He got Congress to pass a series of five Embargo
cts, stringently forbidding U.S. trade with Brit-
a{n and France not only overseas but even along
e Canadian barder, : ,

Not surprisingly, the tactic failed. The British
apd French were unmoved by a measure that
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didn't hurt them decisively. That Jefferson had
stripped the armed forces, out of pacifist principle
and for economy, made them contemptuous,
Within the .S, there was sporadic resistance,
which infuriated Jefferson, It made him turn each

- new Embargao Act Into a Force Act, with searches

and seizures by the army and navy, These in lurn
embittered the resistance, which Jefferson saw as
“insurrection,”

When an embargo case involving the port of

- Charleston came before the Supreme Court, and

Justice Johnson held that™presidential acts were
subject to due process of law, Jefferson insisted
on his “coequal” power to interpret the Constitu-
tion and therefore to defy the Supreme Court
view. When a lumber-laden raft in Vermont was
snatched away from an army guard and hauled to
Canada, the culprils were arrested and—on Jet-
ferson’s Insistence—tried for treason, to set an ox-
ample to others. Justice Livingston, himselt @
Republican, was shocked by the treason charge,
and lashed out at [efferson for seeking to use the
doctrine of constructive treason in a domestic
Jegislative case, |

One must judge Jefferson’s embargo strategy a
dismal fatlure as an instrimnent of foreign policy,
and a dangerous adventure as domeslic policy.
leflerson's idea of passive resistance to the Euro-
pean blockades might have worked if he had used
intermediate means, He could have armed
American merchant ships and equipped them
with convoys, or used a policy of nonintercourse
with Britain and France, or both measures
together, The embargoe was too broad und inef-
fectudl, and did more harm to the U.S. by
paralyzing commerce and manufactures than it
did to the offending European powers.

Jelferson made the embargo his personal proj-
ect, watching over its day-to-day operation but
doing little to educate Congress and the people on
why extreme measures were necessary, Like some
Jater American Presidents, he made the mistake
of attributing his failure not to his policy but to
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the opposition to it. He isolated himself from the
people, calling the congressional vote to remove
the embargo {just as he left office) a “sudden
unaccountable revoluition of opinion.” The
‘pathos of it was that.in 1787 he had mocked the
fears about Shays' Rebellion, and had written
that “the trec of liberty must be refreshed from
time to time by the blood of patriots and tyrants,
It is its natural manure.” When people resist and
take up arms, he had said, “the remedy is to set
them right as to facts, pardon and pacify them.”
As ['resident he did none of these.

One must remember about Jefferson that he
had a strong will, not easily diverted from its pur-
pose, nor softened by adversity, While out of
power, resisting attacks on freedom of criticism,
he had achieved some abiding victories. When he
was in power, he still had his old sense of being
surrounded by enemies, and his strength of will
became an instrument of repression. Jefferson in
- apposition met constantly with his fellow party
leaders, exchanged letters with countless col-
leagues, and was deflected by them from potential
blunders. Jefferson in power lost the habit of sub-
jecting his policies to prior criticism. and~-ecspe-
clally after ivis reelection victory in 1804-—he was
confident that the people were with him, and
came to equate his own thinking and intuitions
with the will of the people.

Leonard Levy, a Pulitzer Prize-winning con-
stitytional historian at Claremont Graduate
School, courageously took Jefferson as liber-
tarian apart in his Jefforson and Civil Liberties:
The Darker Side, to the dismay of the established
Jefferson scholars who are protective of him.
Quite apart from the Jefferson image, the facts
are troubling. A number of Republican theorists
of press freedom emerged at the turn of the 19th
century, broke with the English common law of
seditious libel, and spoke up for a wholly unfet-
tered press, much as Justice Hugo Black was to do
in our own time. This new libertarianism was
bold and radical, condemning not only prior
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restraints against publication but also prosecu-
tion atter it, and condemning state as well as na-
tianal trials. ‘ .

Jefferson was wary of it. He condemned na-
tianal but not state antisedition action, When, as
President, he felt that the Feder_alié‘t press had
reached “licentiousness” and “a degree of pros-
titution as to deprive it of all credit,” he suggested
to a Pennsylvania governor'a ‘.f'_cw prosecutions
of the most prominent vlfenders,.., Not a
general prosecution, for that weuld look like
persecution, but a selected one.” There followed
the trial of an editor in Philadelphia, one,in New
York, several in New England. They all failed,
and Jefferson looked foolish,

He could veer wildly on the theme of press
freedom. He said at one point, "Were it left to me
to decide whether we should have a government
without newspapers, or newspapers without a
government, | should not hesitate a moment to
prefer the latfer." Yet this didn't k'eé'p: him from
harassing editors by prosecution. A few ycars
before his death he found a middle ground in see-
ing press freedom as "a fo_rmidablc'ce-n.-:ur of the
public functionaries,” and noting that it pro-
duces reform peaceably, which must otherwise be
dane by revolution.” '

As President, he was as {oolish about polili-
cally overzealous judges as about vituperative
journalists. The bone that stuck in his thioat was
the Federalist judpes whom the Adams ad-
ministration had appointed to lifetime jobs in
federal courts just as it left office. Many of them
were crassly unjudicial. They - galled Jefferson
because, massively and symbolically, they stood
in the way of his transfer of power. He tried to
wait them out, or make life ditficult for them, bul
complained that “few die and none resign.” His
effort at a purge came to a crisls in 1804 with the
Hause of Representatives’ impeachment of Justice
Chase of the Supreme Court, who had said in-
temperate things about Jefferson from the bench.

The Hg ge presented the charge of malfeasiance in
{ bt
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oitice, the Senate sat as a court in 1405, oat for-
tunatcly—both for Jefferson wnd (or judicdal in-
dependence —Chase was acguitted. INo mEmper
of the Supreme Court has beer impuached since,
although there were rumblings of Uwiider around
(he heads of Chief Justice Warren and Justice
Douglas.

One may guess that part of Jeflerson's thin-
skinned sensitivity to his critics derivad from
their attacks on his private life znd morals, At
one point a putter, journalisy, Juines Callen-
dar—-who had been part of the Republican press
stable —failed in his effort to blackmail Jef{erson,
and then published the story of Jefferson's sup-
- posed seduction of a close friend and neighbar,

Mrs. Betsey Walker, Jefferson later wicta triend

about the episode: "When young and single | ofs

fered love to a handsome Jady. [ acknowledge its

incorrectness.” But there is no way of telling

whether the husband's charge that feflerson had

made repeated efforts to seduce his wife, or the
lady's swn charge of & 10-year sivge by Jeflerson,
amounted to mare than the fantasies of & wife and
the wounded vanity of a husband,

Jelferson's relationships with swomen have
become dhe thorniest proviem for his biog-
raphers. He had a sirony commitment 1o nis
wile, Martha, who died when he was still a young
man of 39, and whose death shook him, But the
assumplion of most who have writien sbout him,
that this great and good man must have {orsworn
sexuality for the rest of his life, doesn'l necessar-
Hy loliuw. The efforts to sanctify him, as if he
were & spinsterish clergyman figure, do justice
neither to his intense, passionite naiure nor to his
basic character as a complex, many-sided, tolal
person.

The storm has raged around the question of jef-
ferson's relationship 10 two women—-iMaria
Cosway, American wife of o dandified Brirish
minjature painter, who lived in London and
visited in Paris while Jefferson was Minister; and
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Sally Hemings, a slave girl at jefferson’s Mon-
ticelio home, who was also an illegitimate half
sister to Jefferson’s wife, jefterson and Maria
Cosway unguestionably had a romantic love al-
fair, as evidenced by Jefferson’s famous long let-
ter, “Dialogue between My Head and My Heart,”
which he wrote out of his heartbreak when Maria
had to leave Paris for London. They exchanged
25 mor letters, described by Fawn Brodie 4s "the
most remarkable collection of love fetters in the
history of the Avaerican presidency.” Mos.
Brodie's detailed and scholasly psychohistory,
Thomas Jefferson: An Intimate History, argues
persuasively that their relationship was sexual as
well as romantic, but that neither of the lovers
dared make the break into a marriage which both
must have thought of.

The scholarly controversy over Sally Hemings
has been even stormier, with Jefferson's tradi-
tional biographers dismissing as libel the conlen-
tion that she was jefferson's mistress from the
d_:_nyg af his Paris household and pbare him four
children, and with Fawn Brudie marshaling her
artillery of evidence to ‘assert it was true. The
reader who wants to decide for himself must go to
Dumas Malone’s masierly five velumes on Jeffer-
sor's life und to Mrs, Brodie’s massive and lively
B00-page book. It is Interesting that recent black
wrilers, who uniformly astack Jefferson for hav-
ing continued to own slaves despite his passicaate
defense of human freedosm, are inclined to accept
the Sally Hemings story as part of the facts of life
about Virginia plantation morals,

My own guess is that they and Fawn Brodie
have the better of the controversy. In his relation-
ships with women, Jeffersan seemis {0 have been
attracted to the difficult and the forbidden. He
was trapped in an age, a class, and a socicty
where miscegenation was practiced bul severely
punished when made public, He couldn’l have
escaped a feeling of guilt about this relationship,
as suggesied by his long hisiory of migraine
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headaches. This doesn't negate my view of him as
a whole man, although a complex and guiit-
ridden one. Yeats put it well; “Nothing can ke
sole or whole/That has not been rent.”

A week after he left the presidency, Jefferson (at
66) set out for Monticello, riding for days on
horseback and for elght hours through a snow-
storm. “l have more confidence in my wis vitae
than I had before entertained,” he wrote Madi-
son. For 17 years he was to live out his lile at
Monticello, in the groves he loved, on his farms,
busy with letters and books and-guests, and with
a brick factory and mill, He was a world-famous
figure. Streams of visitors came to Monticello,
some only to see him walk across the lawn. He re-
stared his friendship with John Adams, breaking
their long [euds.and the two former Presi-
dents—Ilonely, solitary on the American land-
scape stripped of most of its Revolutionary
leaders—exchanged some 160 letters whose learn-
ing, high spirits, and versatility of theme are un-
matched in the history of American letter writing.
“You and [." Adams wrote, "ought not to die
before We have explained ourselves to each
other."”

Of the two men's letters, Jefferson’s are more
urbane and mellow, expressing an unshattered
belief in man's power by.reason and education to
make his society work., Adams was more con-
vinced of the force of the irrational in human
events. When Jefferson wrote him about his plans
for his beloved new Univursitysof Virginia, which
occupied the last decade of his iife, Adams
answered with the hope that the twin elements of
superstition and force “may never blow up all
your benevolent and phylanthropic lucubrations,
But the History of all Ages is against you.”

Jefferson was undaunted, Even the fact that his
last years were shadowed by sickness and debts
{he was a poor plantation manager and nad to sell
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his library to muet his obligatiuns) didnt shake
his basic optimism. The end came, symbolically,
exactly 50 years after the Declaration of Indepen-
dence he had written, He survived the night of
July 3rd, and toward midnight—after a fitful
sleep-—asked, “Is it the Fourth?” He was told,
stretching it a little, that it was, and he fell into a
coma which passed into death around noon on
July 4, 1826.

In Quincy, Massachusetls;, John Adams was
aiso dying, equally intent on lasting until Inde-
pendence Day. Since he didn't know that Jetfer-
son had died five hours €arlier, his [ast words
were reported as being "Thomas Jefferson still
..." The legend was that he murgiured either
“lives” or “survives” to end the séritence and his
life. There is sumething ecrie about thefact that
both men died on exactly the day when the nation
was celebrating the S0th anniversary of the inde-
pendence they had both helped to win. (It was
more than coincidence; it was a linked act of will
an the part of both.)

Even in his last years Jefferson Jost little of his

political shrewdness, “Take care of me when lam
"dead,” he wrote Madison, his old comrade in the

political wars, Surely few political figures could
have needed less caretaking for the judgement of
posterity. The legend that crystallized after his
death made him out to have been bigwer than lite,
s0 complex that his name and writings were in-
voked for every cause—conservative, liberal,
and radical angles of vision, weak and strong
presidencies, Everyone saw him through - the
prism of his own political coloration. But of one
fact there could be no doubt—the many-sided-
ness of his devouring mind. As one reads his let-
ters to Adams the breathtaking web of his in-
terests is reveated: in the scivnces, linguistics, an-
thropology, archaeclopy and kessil remains, the
humanitivs and  cassics, music, architecture,
farming, in the earth anc the skics and the mean-
ing of the cosmos, in the dispeesion and varicty of
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the races and their inherent equality as well as dif-
ferences, in religion, government, aristocracies,
morals, education,

As he looked back at his long life, what swam
through his crowded memories? He was of the lit-
e band of young Virginians who, in their
hedonic but intellectually tempestuous life, had
shaped themselves into a great governing genera

tion. He had become the spokesman of the Amer-

ican Revolution to the world, drawing on the
basic ideas of the European Enlightenment whose
child he was, but giving them an analytic sweep
and verbal elegance all his own, He had
celebrated his state in his Notes on Virginia, and
his nation in his great public papers, His Euro-
pean education, during his days as American
Minister, was an intellectual overlay on his essen-
tial Americanism, yet without those European
years he could not have become the assured man
of the world and statesman he became.

Me misiead much aboul the French Revolution

'

Figures in the Landscape

(he was no disciplined sacial thinker), but his
French experience stood him in good stead as he
carried through his own "Revolution of 1800.” In
his struggles with Hamilton, both were roman-
tics: Hamilton romanticlzed the nation, Jefferson
the people, Yet it was Jefferson’s hard organizing
capacity that made him the victor, I count Jetfer-
son, for all his intellectualizing and his lofty
revolutionary sentiments, the most brilliant party
leader in American political history—at least un-
til Frankiin Roosevelt, The miracle was that he
managed to project a public image of himself as at
once a militant popular leader and a serene

~ philosopher,

in an age like our own, of expanding problems,
wary specializaiion, shrinking perspectives, Jut-
ferson remains witness to the truth that to be a
generalist need not keep a man {rom action, and
to be a philosopher need not keep him from
power and passion,




