
Copyright

 – 189 –

‘THOMAS PAINE & THE KING’ 

‘Th omas Paine & the King’, New-York Evening Post, 10 January 1803. American Anti-
quarian Society, no shelfmark.

For the New-York Evening Post (New York, NY), see headnote to ‘Tom Paine, 
Invited to this Country’, above, pp. 131–2.
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AURORA 

Aurora (Philadelphia), 11 January 1803. Reset.

For more information on the Aurora and its editors, see headnote to ‘Communi-
cation’, in Volume 2 of this collection, pp. 257–9. 
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A few weeks ago the federal presses fairly groaned with the weight of abuse to be 
thrown on Th omas Paine; every thing was likely to be destroyed by the eff orts 
of this individual, if we would believe these consistent federalists – anarchy and 
confusion, and the downfall of not only church but of state were declared to be 
the unavoidable consequences of his return to our shores – yet some months have 
passed since his residence amongst us, and we are going on in the good old way; 
the state is at least as safe, and if we take the trouble of visiting the various churches, 
not confi ning ourselves to one denomination, we fi nd them thronged as hereto-
fore, their pillars are of such substance that it was downright blasphemy to allow 
Mr. Paine to have such power as to undermine them; but any thing is reconcil-
able to the federal creed: there is much pretence of venerating religion, but we so 
oft en hear such clamour about its danger, that one would be inclined to suppose 
federalists worshipped a human, not a divine providence – they also violate the 
precepts of that religion which is so much the present theme of praise, they want 
faith and hope, and absolutely divest themselves of all charity – but who is there 
that really believes the cry of danger to religion proceeds from pure motives? are 
not the men who raised it the same who have frightened the weak and amused 
the thinking part of the community with a variety of tales equally founded? and 
with these things in remembrance will any continue to heed the predictions of 
persons whose God is Mammon, whose eff orts are constantly employed in the 
furtherance of worldly ambition? it is truly lamentable to witness the haste of 
some beings to swallow the well-tried bait, but it is consoling that the delusion 
does not continue for any great length of time, like a mist dissipated by the benign 
infl uence of the sun, these federal phantasms ever give way to the common sense 
and perspicuity of the great body of the people – what more convincing evidence 
of this need we have than the silence of the federalists now about Mr. Th omas 
Paine? has be then so soon ceased to be formidable to church and state, or have 
any new barriers been lately raised to obstruct his fancied progress? at least we 
know of none, but the truth is Mr. Paine was, is, and ever will be hated by the tory 
federalists as a politician, his religious sentiments have been denounced for politi-
cal purposes and nothing else, if religion could be injured it would have sunk long 
ago, and not from the eff orts of this or that particular man on the republican side 
but from numbers among the federalists themselves – in proof we might refer to 
their actions with most propriety, but we could if necessary quote their sente-
ments also. Th e tremendous uproar about Mr. Paine has ceased, for he has ceased 
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for the present to write on political topics; when he shall again take up his pen, 
mark if religion will not be again in danger.

But a new scene is opened for the display of the consistency and ingenuity 
of our opponents, the press, do pause reader, yes the press is now in danger with 
them – the fr eedom of the press is now as loudly asserted as a few years back it 
was unlawfully shackled by the same party – when the sedition law was about to 
be passed, licentiousness of the press was in the mouth of every federalist, it was 
declared then that a line should be drawn between use and abuse of the press, 
accordingly an unconstitutional constraint was put upon it and the truth which 
might issue was punished as a libel – if federalists did not do this we might won-
der at the very sudden change of their sentiments, but we long since ceased to 
wonder; while the government was in their own hands ‘respect the powers that 
are’ was the favourite expression of an infl uential partizan, since they have lost it 
they have carried to an unexampled height their licentiousness, not a sheet from 
the principal presses but is replete with libels and gross personal defamation, 
the dignifi ed offi  ce which is fi lled by Mr. Jeff erson does not shield him from the 
attacks of the ‘weak, the wicked and the obscure,’ and the bare idea of restraint 
draws forth added [illeg.]. In no instance since the election of Mr. Jeff erson has a 
federal printer been subjected to such treatment for libels on the government as 
many republicans received under the late administration, and if a suit had been 
commenced we should be assailed with the reproaches of federalists for merely 
following their example: the cause of their present clamor has arisen from the act 
of a gentleman, for whose measures, however respectable he may be, the repub-
licans cannot be accountable. Mr. Hay, conceiving himself sanctioned by a law 
of Virginia which declares that persons who are not of good fame may be bound 
to good behaviour, demanded that Callender and Pace should be subjected to 
a penalty if they continued to publish malicious libels on his character – that 
he had infl icted corporal punishment, and was bound over in consequence to 
observe the peace, that if he commenced a suit the defendants were unable to 
pay the damages, yet notwithstanding he meant to do so, and wished to pre-
vent Callender from continuing to publish defamatory matter in the interim 
– the magistrates to whom Mr. H. applied granted a warrant, Callender and Pace 
were apprehended, the latter gave security the former not being able was com-
mitted. Diff erent opinions we fi nd are entertained on this transaction among 
the republicans, all agree that it were better to suff er Callender to go the length 
of his tether, but on no account are the republicans justly chargeable with any 
impropriety which may be conceived to have been committed; the great shew 
of respect for the press by the federalists cannot deceive, like all their plots this 
must share the common fate. How long this hobby will be ridden ’tis hard to say, 
but in all likelyhood no longer than that about Mr. Paine.
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REPUBLICAN STAR 

Republican Star (18 January 1803). American Antiquarian Society, no shelfmark.

For Th omas Perrin Smith and the Republican Star (Easton, MD), see headnote 
to Republican Star, 14 January 1802, above, p. 123. 
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WASP 

Wasp, 1:12 (26 January 1803). American Antiquarian Society, no shelfmark.

‘Robert Rusticoat’, a.k.a. ‘Robert Rusty-Turncoat’, the ostensible editor of the 
short-lived Wasp (Hudson, NY), was Harry Croswell, co-publisher of the Bal-
ance and Columbian Repository (Hudson, NY).1 Th e Wasp was an example of 
the kind of ‘short-term satirical’ newspapers established with Federalist money 
for the sole purpose of calumniating the public image of Republican enemies.2 
Croswell established the Wasp, as it happened, expressly to counter the perceived 
threat of then newly arrived Bee and editor Charles Holt, a fi rm Republican. 
Croswell was known for his invective and the Wasp met the short-lived require-
ment; it lasted less than a year in 1803. Holt’s Bee (Hudson, NY) went on to be 
come one of the most reprinted papers of its era, lasting another twenty years.3

Notes
1. For Harry Croswell and the Balance and Columbian Repository (Hudson, NY), see head-

note to Balance and Columbian Repository, above, pp. 101–2.
2. See J. Pasley, Th e Tyranny of Printers (Charlottesville, VA: University Press of Virginia, 

2001), p. 238.
3. Ibid., pp. 140–7.
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NEW-YORK EVENING POST

New-York Evening Post, 4 February 1803. American Antiquarian Society, no shelf-
mark.

For the New-York Evening Post (New York, NY), see headnote to ‘Tom Paine, 
Invited to this Country’, above, pp. 131–2.
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‘A LETTER TO THOMAS PAINE’

‘From the Aurora: A Letter to Th omas Paine’, Republican Star, 4:186 (29 March 
1803), p. 2. Reset.

For Th omas Perrin Smith and the Republican Star (Easton, MD), see headnote 
to Republican Star, 14 January 1802, above, p. 123. Th e article reproduced here 
is from the Aurora (Philadelphia), for which see headnote to ‘Communication’, 
in Volume 2 of this collection, pp. 257–9. 
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FROM THE AURORA.

A Letter to Th omas Paine.

Great Valley, 21st Feb 1803.
Sir,

In the Aurora of the fi rst inst appeared a letter addressed to you by the pious 
and venerable patriot Samuel Adams. – Your answer, which the same paper pre-
sented to to [sic] the public, merited in my opinion a reply. For that reply I have 
till this time waited in vain. I therefore, take the liberty of transmitting to you, by 
the same public conveyance, a few thoughts on the most prominent parts of your 
letter. Th is liberty I am persuaded you will indulge to one who with pleasure, and 
with gratitude to the anthor, oft en reviews the intrinsic merit and memorable 
eff ects of your writings in favor of the independence of the united States.

‘Th e books, you say, that compose the New Testament were voted by yeas 
and nays, to be the word of God, as we now vote a law, by the popish councils of 
Nice and Laodicea about 1450 years age. Th is vote may appear authority enough 
to some and not authority enough to others. It is proper, however, that every 
body should know the fact.’ You also affi  rm that ‘Bishop Watson acknowledged 
this fact.’

Th is, sir, is an extraordinary paragraph. But the mild and forbearing spirit 
of the gospel and the example of its benevolent author forbid me to use the lan-
guage, here, which to many, it may seem to merit. Far am I from charging you with 
the base crime of intentional falsehood. I shall not ascribe to you, an ignorance 
of ecclesiastical history which would be a reproach to a school boy professing to 
have read it. I shall impute to inadvertance, or precipitance, or some less culpable 
cause a statement in this paragraph, which is absolutely false. – Th e idea which 
you mean to convey and impress is (in your own words extracted from the age 
of reason, that ‘there was no such book as the New Testament till more than 300 
years aft er the time that Christ is said to have lived;’ or that the origin of that 
book was not believed to be divine before the council of Nice or Laodacea.

You well know, sir, that Clemens, Ignatius, and Polycarp were contemporary 
with the apostles, themselves. You well know that Justin, Irenaeus, Th eophilus,  
Meltio [sic] and Tertullian lived in the second century immediately succeeding 
these who were the companions of the apostles. You are not ignorant there Jun-
ius Africanus, Ammonius, Origen and Dionysius of Alexandria lived and wrote 
before the year 300. And if, when writing to Mr. Adams, you had called up your 
historical knowledge you would have been perfectly convinced that by the writ-
ings of these distinguished men collectively taken, the following propositions 
are proved to be true; viz. from the time of the apostles the books which com-
pose the New Testament, were quoted and alluded to with peculiar respect as 
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books sacred, divine and infallible – they were collected into a distinct volume; 
publicly read and expounded in, religious assemblies: commentaries on them 
written and formal catalogues of them published long before the council of Nice 
and Laodicea. In the year 178 Melito expressly distinguishes the Old Testament 
from the New. About 20 years later this volume is by Tertullian called ‘the New 
Testament.’ And yet unfortunately for you, through your zeal for infi delity you 
have in the age of reason, asserted, and in your letter to Mr. Adams, insinuated  
that no such book as the New Testament existed till more than 300 years aft er 
the time of Christ. Th ese propositions I without any hatred, affi  rm to be true. 
‘As it is proper that every body should know the fact.’ 

Bishop Watson, you observe, has acknowledged the truth of your assertion. 
Permit me, sir, without impeaching your veracity, to correct your misconception 
of the meaning of that eminently learned and pious prelate, whose candor in con-
troversy, is a most amiable pattern to infi dels and to christians. He tells you that 
27 books or parts compose the New Testament: that respecting seven (and those 
the shortest) of those parts some doubts were at fi rst entertained, and that the 
question concerning these might be decided, as all questions concerning opin-
ions must be, by vote. But he tells you further (and gives you authority for what 
he says) that ‘the other twenty parts were owned canonical at all times and by 
all christians.’ ‘I hold it,’ saith he, ‘to be a certain fact that all the books of which 
the New Testament is composed, were written, and most of them received by all 
christians, within a few years aft er his death.’ Is this what you call an acknowledg-
ment that the books which compose the New Testament, were voted by yeas and 
nays to be the word of God about 1450 years ago?

And what if your assertion were literally true? What if, not only seven but 
all the books which compose the New Testament had been actually declared, 
by a vote of the council of Laodicea, to be the word of God? Would this be any 
reasonable ground either of doubt to the believer, or of triumph to the infi del? 
Would this prove either that these books did not exist, or were not acknowl-
edged to be divine prior to that event?

Suppose the sophistry of ingenious and industrious infi dels could, in some 
individuals or churches in the United States, shake the credit with which the 
holy scriptures are, at this day, regarded. Suppose these individuals or churches 
should, for their own satisfaction, submit the question to the investigation and 
decision of the general convention of the episcopal church in May next. Suppose 
that convention, aft er a learned, full and free discussion should by their votes 
declare that the New Testament is the word of God, and a perfect rule of faith 
and practice. Would this vote imply, or would it prove to succeeding genera-
tions, that the divine authority of the New Testament was never acknowledged 
‘till voted by the episcopal convention of 1803?’ Th e answer to this question is 
so obvious, that the expression of it would insult your understanding. Nor need 
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I, to guard the feeblest intellect against the fallacy of your argument, say, that 
notwithstanding such a vote, it would be an eternal truth that for many hundred 
years before that convention, the New Testament was received as divine by all 
christians, in all countries, and of every denomination.

You address to Mr. Adams a scripture phrase for those clergymen who have 
cooperated with certain statesmen to abolish our representative system of gov-
ernment: ‘Th ou shalt not revile the gods, nor curse the rulers of thy people.’ 
– ‘But those ministers, you say, such as Doctor Emmons, curse ruler and people 
both, for the majority are politically the people.’

I am one of those whom you are pleased so oft en to honor with the name of 
priests. And yet I perfectly coincide with you in reprobating the part which too 
many of them have asked during the political animosities which, for a few years, 
have convulsed, and at one time, endangered the existence of our government. 
Nor can the severity of your censure easily exceed their deserts. Some of them 
have doubtless been deceived – Others impelled by native pride, or aristocratic 
principles, or the prospect of gain, or the hope of elevation, have exerted all the 
infl uence attached to their profession in behalf of a faction combined for the 
destruction of our excellent constitution, and the establishment of a monarchy 
on its ruins. On your return to this country they raised against you, (what you 
call ‘the war-whoop of monarchical priestcraft ,’ but) what I call the voice of fed-
eral hypocrisy. Your infi delity was the ostensible, your republican pen the real 
ground of their alarm. For no one deserving the name of a minister of the gospel 
can seriously believe, what they aff ected to fear, that the religion of Jesus can be 
materially aff ected by the presence or absence of Mr. Paine. In the book which 
bears the name (but not the evidence) of the Age of Reason, they have seen your 
most poisoned arrow, aimed with your utmost still, and exerted with all your 
might against that religion. Th ey have seen in that book, but little more than the 
objections, I had almost said cavils and quibbles, which for ages past, have oft en 
been raised by infi dels, and as oft en vanquished by the force of reason. Th ey have 
seen, in that book, nothing new among those objections, except the boldness 
with which they are revived and the blasphemy of the language in which they are 
presented. Th ey have seen that book, like its predecessors, made the talk of a day, 
and fallen into general contempt and universal neglect. And can those federal 
clergymen sincerely apprehend, from your return to America, a deadly wound 
to that religion which has already unimpaired, unenfeebled, unsullied, sustained 
the learning of Porphyry, the power of Julian, the eloquence of Bolingbroke, the 
raillery of Voltaire, the subtlety of Hume, and the blasphemy of Paine.

Under the administration of their favorite chief, their private ecomiums and 
their public prayers and eulogies in his behalf were abundant, and exceeded in 
extravagance by nothing but the profusion and malignancy of the abuse which 
they bestowed on those who were constrained by the force of reason and integ-
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rity, to disapprove some of his measures. But since the fourth of March, 1801, 
too many of them have omitted a weekly and public supplication for the fi rst 
magistrate of our country. Th ey have zealously engaged in supporting an east-
ern newspaper, whose avowed object is opposition to his administration and to 
the great majority of the people. With all their professional strength they have 
swelled the voice of calumny to stain his reputation, to enfeeble his hands, to 
subject to universal contempt him and the government, over which the provi-
dence of God has appointed him to preside.

But, sir, the number of these ministers is comparatively small, and if it were 
greater, their conduct, however reprehensible in itself, ought not to be viewed as 
a reproach to that divine religion which declares the magistrate to be the ‘minis-
ter of God,’ which commands us to ‘pray for all that are in authority’ – to ‘render 
honor to whom honor in due’ – and to be subject to the constituted authorities 
‘not only for wrath, but also for conscience sake.’ And yet I do not hesitate to 
say, that this conduct his done more injury to the cause of our Redeemer than 
the boldness and ridicule, and blasphemy which you display in mentioning his 
name, his gospel, and the offi  ce of his ministers.

‘Th ou shall not revile the Gods’ is the fi rst part of the verse which you quote. 
On this you say, ‘it makes no part of my scripture, I believe but one God.’

I am sure you will not esteem me uncandid when I say that you wish by 
this to insinuate that the Scriptures admit a plurality of Gods, and to contrast 
this folly with the wisdom of infi delity which acknowledges but one. Long, sir, 
did the world experience the utmost eff orts of natural reason in investigating 
the nature and perfections of deity. And what were the eff ects of those eff orts? 
Every temple even of enlightened Rome and philosophic Greece was crowded 
with gods; and the proud philosopher as well as the humble peasant, bowed in 
humble adoration to departed profl igates and harlots, to bulls, to calves, and to 
reptiles. And can you imagine that, if you had been cotemporary with the sages 
of antiquity, your profounder researches would have corrected this predominant 
error; you would have banished from the minds of Plato, Aristotle, Cicero, &c. 
their doubts respecting the nature, number and perfections of the Gods, and 
of the soul’s immortality? No, sir. Your modesty repels with indignation, the 
imputation of a pretension so arrogant. In those pure ages you would probably 
have herded with the worshippers of Hesiod’s thirty thousand gods; and, like the 
rational and venerable Socrates in the moment of death, the gratitude of your 
heart would have inclined you piously to off er a cock to Æsculapius.

Whence then, let me ask, do you derive those sublime conceptions of the 
deity for which you say, you are complimented by the bishop of Landaff ? From 
those very scriptures which you despise, and which you here charge with teach-
ing the doctrine of a plurality of gods. – ‘Th ou shalt not revile the gods.’ Is it 
unknown to you that in all languages, many words are used not only in a literal, 
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but also in a fi gurative sense? In a fi gurative sense the inspired writings oft en 
apply the term god, or gods, to celestial angels; to men as primes, justices, or 
judges; to satan who is called ‘the god of this world.’ And the learned apostle 
Paul speaking of some enemies of the cross of Christ, says that their ‘belly is their 
god.’ I do not adduce this last example to insinuate that this is the ‘one god’ which 
you exclusively acknowledge. Such a suspicion is precluded by the exemplary 
temperance with which you process to ‘nourish your health.’ And if a knowledge 
of the Bible had made a part of the ‘abundance’ with which, you tell us, you 
furnish your ‘mind,’ I should have been saved from the necessity of informing 
you that we need only open that book to see the unity of God inculcated, and 
idolatry punished: to learn that, ‘I am God and there is none else – the Lord our 
God is one Lord,’ were the voice and, response which pervaded the camp, the 
tabernacle, the temple and nation of the Jews; to read that saint Paul, in presence 
of the supreme court of Athens, boldly maintained the unity of God against 
the learned philosophers of that city; and, by saying, ‘they be no gods which 
are made with hands,’ roused the persecuting power of Ephesus, a city devoted 
to the worship ‘of the great goddess Diana and the image which fell down from 
Jupiter.’

I intended to have glanced at some less important sentiments, in yours to 
Mr. Adams. But I have already exhausted your patience, and transgressed the 
limits which I had prescribed to this letter. I cannot, however, conclude with-
out expressing my regret that (although christianity has nothing to fear from 
your talents or industry) your hostility to it may render some pious republicans 
more easily deceived by those hypocritical federalists who cunningly connect the 
ideas of republicanism and infi delity and affi  rm that the object of republicans is 
the extirpation of the gospel. Th e religion of Jesus, neither in its origin nor its 
progress, has ever been indented, for its glory, to the elevation or worldly great-
ness of its patrons. To counteract this political tendency of your enmity against it 
I shall nevertheless, embrace the opportunity of communicating to those pious 
republicans, through the medium of this letter to you, one of the sublimest eulo-
giums that ever was expressed on the reasonableness of the Christian religion. I 
shall give it is the very words of a republican* with whose intellectual greatness 
your diffi  dence would blush to be compared – whose infl uence is unrivaled and 
who sets this day, at the head of the freest happiest, and most enlightened gov-
ernment in the world.

† ‘Reason and free inquiry, saith he, are the only eff ectual agents against 
error. Give a loose to them they will support the true religion by bringing every 
false one to their tribunal, to the test of their investigation. Th ey are the natural 
enemies of error and of error only. Had not the Roman government permitted 

* Th omas Jeff erson.
† Notes on Virginia.
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free inquiry, christianity could never have been introduced. Had not free inquiry 
been indulged at the era of the reformation, the corruptions of christianity could 
not have been purged away.’ Th at is to say, the reasonableness of Christianity was 
so gloriously resplendent that it confounded the wisdom of heathen philosophy, 
and dissipated the darkness of papal superstition.

 I am, Sir, with due respect,
  Your very humble servant,
  JOHN GEMMIL.

Mr. Th omas Paine,}
Washington. 
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‘Th omas Paine & the King’
p. 191, l. 2: THE KING: In this context, the ‘king’ referred to throughout the poem is Th omas 

Jeff erson; see note to p. 20, l. 40, above.
p. 191, col. 1, l. 29: Dearborn: Henry Dearborn (1751–1829), American physician, veteran 

of the Revolutionary War and War of 1812, United States Congressman at various times 
for Maine and Massachusetts and United States Secretary of War (1801–9). Dearborn 
was married three times; in 1803 his wife was Dorcas Marble Dearborn.

p. 191, col. 1, l. 32: Monsier Gallatin: Abraham Alfonse Albert Gallatin (1761–1849), 
American diplomat, Congressman, Secretary of the Treasury, linguist, scholar, intrepid 
Anti-Federalist and central fi gure in the Democratic-Republican Party. Gallatin was 
Swiss born, thus the occasional disparaging reference to his spoken accent.

p. 191, col. 1, l. 35: Smith: perhaps Samuel Harrison Smith; see note to p. 165, l. 23, above.
p. 191, col. 2, l. 6: Which Sal had dyed and wove: Th e reference is to Sally Hemings; see note 

to p. 168, l. 3, above.
p. 191, col. 2, l. 22: Th e King gave Gid, a wink: Evidently Gideon Granger (1767–1822), attor-

ney, statesman, member of the Connecticut General Assembly, propagandist and central 
fi gure in the Democratic-Republican Party, and fourth and longest serving (1801–14) 
Postmaster General of the United States of America.

Aurora, 11 January 1803
p. 196, l. 10: federalists: see note to p. 261, l. 12, Volume 2.
p. 196, ll. 12–13: respect the powers that are: see Romans 13.
p. 196, l. 17: weak, wicked and the obscure: Untraced, but the identical phrase appears in Gov-

ernor McKean’s opening address to the Pennsylvania Assembly (1892). See Pennsylvania 
Archives, series 4, vol. 4, p. 502.

p. 196, l. 24: Mr. Hay: George Hay (d. 1830), attorney and jurist, Judge of the United States 
Court for the Eastern District of Virginia, United States Attorney and the prosecutor of 
Aaron Burr. Hay, who had defended Callender in an earlier case, gave Callender a severe 
beating for publishing material critical to him.

p. 196, l. 26: Callender and Pace: see note to p. 153, l. 33, above.

Wasp, 26 January 1803
p. 203, col. 1, l. 8: gag-law: Th e Sedition Act of 1798, signed into law by President John 

Adams, made it made a crime to publish ‘false, scandalous, and malicious writing’ against 
the government or its offi  cials. Th ough it included a provision to pass out of law on 3 
March 1802, President Th omas Jeff erson considered the bill unconstitutional and void, 
and pardoned all individuals convicted under the law.

p. 203, col. 1, ll. 12–13: democrats: see note to p. 129, l. 39, above.
p. 203, col. 1, l. 19: Aye, there’s the rub!: famously from Hamlet’s ‘to be or not to be’ soliloquy. 

See Shakespeare, Hamlet, III.i.65.
p. 203, col. 1, l. 27: Th ou shalt not lie!: One of the Ten Commandments in the Bible. See 

Exodus 20:16.
p. 203, col. 2, l. 4: federalists: see note to p. 261, l. 12, Volume 2.
p. 204, col. 1, l. 6: his useful labors: Th e reference is to Jeff erson’s letter to Paine that so out-

raged Federalists and conservatives because of its cordial and admiring tone. Jeff erson 
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wrote ‘Th at you may long live to continue your useful labors and to reap the reward in 
the thankfulness of nations is my sincere prayer’. See ‘To Th omas Paine, March 18, 1801’, 
in Th e Writings of Th omas Jeff erson, vol. 10, pp. 223–5.

p. 204, col. 1, l. 15: Callender for writing the Prospect before us: see Callender, Th e Prospect 
Before Us.

p. 204, col. 1, l. 23: Hamilton: see note to p. 144, l. 50, Volume 2.
p. 204, col. 1, ll. 31–3: the enlightened … Th omas Jeff erson: not traced.
p. 204, col. 1, l. 36: New-Hampshire Gazette: New-Hampshire Gazette (Portsmouth, NH).
p. 204, col. 1, ll. 38–col. 2, l. 5: Th e Philanthropist … DIVINE inspire: not traced.
p. 204, col. 2, ll. 23–4: asylum of oppressed humanity: Th e phrase is ubiquitous and the earliest 

usage is not traced.
p. 204, col. 2, l. 25: Jacobinic: see note to p. 145, l. 2, Volume 2.
p. 204, col. 2, l. 28: Death is an eternal sleep: Th is is another ancient concept, the origins of 

which are obscure. Joseph Fouché, fi rst duc d’Otrante (1759–1820), a radical republican 
statesman of the French Revolution, forever associated himself with the phrase by order-
ing ‘La mort est un sommeil eternal’ inscribed over the entrances to cemeteries.

p. 204, col. 2, ll. 33–4: abandoned good … never had any: Complete Writings, vol. 2, p. 723.
p. 204, col. 2, l. 38: Gallatin: see note to p. 191, col. 1, l. 32, above. 
p. 205, col. 1, l. 8: Gideon Granger: see note to p. 191, col. 2, l. 22, above.
p. 205, col. 1, ll. 10–11: his Monticellean majesty: Th omas Jeff erson; see note to p. 20, l. 40, 

above.
p. 205, col. 1, l. 13: Ambrose Spencer: Ambrose Spencer (1765–1848), American attorney, 

congressman from the State of New York, Attorney General of the State of New York 
(1802–4) and Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the State of New York (1819–23).

p. 205, col. 1, l. 23: Col. Burr: Aaron Burr, Jr (1756–1836), most notoriously the duellist who 
ended Alexander Hamilton’s life, but also a prominent American statesman, Revolution-
ary War veteran and third Vice President of the United States under Th omas Jeff erson.

p. 205, col. 1, l. 30: Gen. Hamilton: see note to p. 144, l. 50, Volume 2.
p. 205, col. 1, l. 37: Governor Jay: see note to p. 46, l. 30, Volume 5.
p. 205, col. 1, l. 40: Clinton family: George Clinton (1739–1812), American Revolution-

ary soldier, statesman, fi rst Governor of New York and Vice President of the United 
States of America under both Th omas Jeff erson and James Madison. Both by birth and 
by marriage, Clinton exerted a powerful infl uence through family connections. His son 
was a delegate to the 1801 New York Constitutional Convention, member of the New 
York State Assembly and member of the Congress of the United States. Other examples 
include his nephews DeWitt Clinton (1769–1828), United States Senator and Gov-
ernor of New York, and James Clinton, a Major General in the Continental Army and 
delegate to the New York Constitutional Convention. Related by marriage to the Van 
Cortlandts, Livingstons, Tappens and Tallmadges, Clinton was one of the most infl uen-
tial Democratic-Republicans of his era.

p. 205, col. 2, l. 10: Senator Foote: Ebenezer Foote (1773–1814), attorney of Ulster County, 
New York, member of the New York State Assembly (1791–2) and the New York State 
Senate (1798–1802). Foote was an ally of Spencer Ambrose and appointed Assistant 
Attorney General of the State of New York by George Clinton in 1801.

p. 205, col. 2, ll. 17–24: I do not … consummate blockhead: All ‘foot’ wordplay is in reference 
to the aforementioned characters.

p. 205, col. 2, ll. 25–7: I believe … contrary notwithstanding: not traced.
p. 205, col. 2, ll. 28–39: I believe … strumpet his mother: see note to p. 115, col. 1, l. 1, above.
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p. 205, col. 2, l. 40: Cheat’em: see note to p. 165, l. 22, above.
p. 205, col. 2, l. 43: Stille’s hotel: not traced.
p. 205, col. 2, l. 44: Infi del Society in New York: probably referring to the Deistical Society 

of New York, founded by Elihu Palmer and associates c. 1796. See note to p. 297, l. 3, 
Volume 3.

p. 205, col. 2, l. 46: Isaac Mitchell: Isaac Mitchell (1759–1812), Jeff ersonian democratic 
newspaper publisher and author involved with several newspapers in Albany and Pough-
keepsie, New York including the Political Barometer (Poughkeepsie, NY).

p. 206, col. 1, l. 1: Holt: Charles Holt (1772–1852), editor of the Democratic-Republican 
journal the Bee (New London, CT), was indicted under the Sedition Act in October 
1799 and sentenced to six months in jail and a $200 fi ne. Harry Croswell, Holt’s nemesis, 
published the Wasp (Hudson, NY).

p. 206, col. 1, l. 3: Phin. Allen: Phineas Allen (c. 1776–1860), publisher of the Pittsfi eld Sun 
(Pittsfi eld, MA).

New-York Evening Post, 4 February 1803
p. 209, col. 1, l. 1: NEW-YORK EVENING POST: New-York Evening Post (New York).
p. 209, col. 1, ll. 13–14: Washington Federalist: Washington Federalist (Georgetown, DC).
p. 209, col. 1, ll. 21–2: NEWBURYPORT HERALD Mssrs. Allen & Barnard: the New-

buryport Herald and Country Gazetter (Newburyport, MA), published by Ephraim 
Allen and John Barnard.

p. 209, col. 1, l. 28: Federalist: see note to p. 261, l. 12, Volume 2.
p. 209, col. 1, l. 28: Democrat: see note to p. 129, l. 39, above.
p. 209, col. 1, ll. 39–43: Th e Republican party … British dominion: All Paine ‘quotations’ in the 

article entitled ‘Paine’s Plan, for Revolutionizing America’ are spurious. 

‘A Letter to Th omas Paine’
p. 213, l. 6: Samuel Adams: see note to p. 62, ll. 23–4, Volume 1.
p. 213, ll. 14–15: councils of Nice and Laodicea: see notes to p. 38, ll. 30–1, Volume 2, and p. 

45, ll. 19–20, Volume 3.
p. 213, ll. 13–18: Th e books, you … acknowledged this fact: Th e quote is inaccurate. Gemmil 

refers here to Paine’s letter to Samuel Adams dated 1 January 1803, in which Paine wrote 
that ‘I presume you are so far acquainted with ecclesiastical history as to know, and the 
bishop who has answered me has been obliged to acknowledge the fact, that the books 
that compose the New Testament were voted by yeas and nays to be the Word of God, as 
you now vote a law, by the popish Councils of Nice and Laodicea about one thousand 
four hundred and fi ft y years ago. With respect to the fact there is no dispute, neither do 
I mention it for the sake of controversy. Th is vote may appear authority enough to some, 
and not authority enough to others. It is proper however that everybody should know 
the fact.’ See Complete Writings, vol. 2, p. 1435.

p. 213, l. 17: Bishop Watson: see note to p. 334, l. 19, Volume 3.
p. 213, l. 30: Clemens: see note to p. 16, l. 6, Volume 3.
p. 213, l. 30: Ignatius: see note to p. 194, l. 37, Volume 4.
p. 213, l. 30: Polycarp: see note to p. 425, l. 6, Volume 2.
p. 213, l. 31: Justin: see note to p. 125, l. 1, Volume 5.

Thomas Paine volume 6.indb   411Thomas Paine volume 6.indb   411 14/05/2009   17:01:5314/05/2009   17:01:53



Copyright

412 Th omas Paine and America, Volume 6

p. 213, l. 31: Irenaeus: see note to p. 425, l. 8, Volume 2.
p. 213, l. 31: Th eophilus: see note to p. 311, l. 20, Volume 5.
p. 213, l. 32: Meltio: Th is is a typo; he means Melito. See note to p. 311, ll. 9–17, Volume 5.
p. 213, l. 32: Tertullian: see note to p. 134, l. 21, Volume 2.
p. 213, ll. 33–4: Junius Afr icanus: see note to p. 16, l. 7, Volume 3.
p. 213, l. 34: Ammonius: probably Ammonius of Alexandria, third-century Christian apolo-

gist, philosopher and bibliographer said to have authored two works, Th e Harmony of 
Moses and Jesus and a Diatessaron, or Th e Harmony of the Four Gospels.

p. 213, l. 34: Origen: see note to p. 425, l. 9, Volume 2.
p. 213, l. 34: Dionysius of Alexandria: Pope Dionysius of Alexandria (d. ad 265), third-

century Pope of Alexandria from ad 248 to his death and the author of various letters, 
just one of which survives intact, the rest variously referred to by Eusebius.

p. 214, ll. 20–2: I hold it … aft er his death: R. Watson, An Apology for the Bible: In a Series of 
Letters, Addressed to Th omas Paine, Author of a Book Entitled Th e Age of Reason, Part the 
Second, being an Investigation of True and of Fabulous Th eology (Philadelphia, PA: W. 
Young, 1796), p. 165.

p. 215, l. 7: Th ou shalt … politically the people: Complete Writings, vol. 2, p. 1437. See Exodus 
22:28.

p. 215, l. 8: Doctor Emmons: Nathanael Emmons (1745–1840), infl uential American clergy-
man, theologian and the author of hundreds of published sermons and tracts. Conway 
described him as a ‘vehement Federalist and assailant of President Jeff erson’. See M. D. 
Conway, Th e Writings of Th omas Paine, 4 vols (New York: J. P. Putnam’s Sons, 1896), vol. 
4, pp. 206–7, n. 5.

p. 215, ll. 17–19: a faction … on its ruins: Th e accusation of monarchy was levelled against 
the Federalist faction, some of whom actually were advocates of monarchy, limited or 
despotic.

p. 215, l. 19: the war-whoop of monarchical priestcraft : While Paine posited a critical and 
interdependent relationship between monarchy and priestcraft  and frequently used the 
terms, the expression ‘monarchical priestcraft ’ does not appear to occur in his writings, 
nor does he combine either term with the expression ‘war-whoop’, which he uses in a 
strictly political context. See Complete Writings, vol. 2, pp. 358, 934.

p. 215, ll. 19–20: federal: see note to p. 261, l. 12, Volume 2.
p. 215, l. 20: republican: see note to p. 129, l. 39, above.
p. 215, l. 35: Porphyry: see note to p. 122, l. 13, Volume 4.
p. 215, l. 35: Julian: see to p. 424, l. 23, Volume 2.
p. 215, l. 35: Bolingbroke: see note to p. 157, l. 38, Volume 3.
p. 215, l. 36: Voltaire: see note to p. 95, l. 10, Volume 4.
p. 215, l. 36: Hume: see note to p. 47, ll. 14–22, Volume 1.
p. 216, ll. 11–14: minister of God … conscience sake: see Romans 3:3–7.
p. 216, ll. 18–19: Th ou shalt … one God: see note to p. 215, l. 7, above.
p. 216, l. 34: Hesiod’s: see note to p. 188, l. 39, Volume 4.
p. 216, l. 35: Socrates: see note to p. 7, ll. 13–14, Volume 1.
p. 216, l. 36: Aesculapius: Asclepius, in Greek mythology the god of medicine and healing.
p. 217, l. 3: the god of this world: see 2 Corinthians 4:4.
p. 217, ll. 3–4: the learned apostle Paul: see note to p. 180, l. 12, Volume 1.
p. 217, ll. 4–5: belly is their god: see Philippians 3:19.
p. 217, l. 5: one god: Complete Writings, vol. 2, p. 1437.
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p. 217, ll. 7–9: nourish your health … furnish your ‘mind’: Gemmil did a ‘chop-job’ on Paine’s 
various quotes. See ibid., vol. 2, p. 1438.

p. 217, ll. 11–12: I am God … is one Lord: see Deuteronomy 6:4.
p. 217, ll. 15–18: they be no … down fr om Jupiter: see Acts 19:26–35.
p. 217, l. 24: hypocritical federalists: see note to p. 261, l. 12, Volume 2.
p. 217, l. 36–p. 218, l. 3: Reason and fr ee … purged away: see Jeff erson, Notes on the State of 

Virginia, in Th e Writings of Th omas Jeff erson, vol. 2, p. 221.

‘Th omas Paine’, Trenton Federalist, 7 March 1803
p. 221, col. 1, l. 7: Col. Kirkbride of Bordentown: Col. Joseph Kirkbride (1731–1803), patriot 

lieutenant of Bucks County and colonel in the Militia of the State of Pennsylvania, del-
egate to the Pennsylvania Constitutional Convention and member of the Pennsylvania 
State Assembly. Th omas Paine frequently stayed with the Kirkbrides, considered the 
colonel perhaps his closest friend, and lived for a time in Bordentown, New Jersey, where 
Kirkbride fl ed aft er the British burned his family home and stores in Bucks County.

p. 221, col. 1, l. 9: Gen. Bloomfi eld: Joseph Bloomfi eld (1753–1823), American attorney, 
major general in the Continental Army during the Revolutionary War, Judge Advocate 
of the Northern Army, clerk of the New Jersey Assembly, Attorney General of the State 
of New Jersey and elected fourth Governor of the State of New Jersey as a Democratic-
Republican.

p. 221, col. 1, l. 18: Vice-President (Mr. Lambert): John Lambert (1746–1823), American 
Democratic-Republican statesman who served as United States congressman, senator 
and acting Governor of the State of New Jersey.

p. 221, col. 1, l. 23: libeller of Washington: Th e reference is to Paine’s Letter to George Washing-
ton. See Complete Writings, vol. 2, p. 690–723.

p. 221, col. 1, ll. 51–7: Soon aft er … democratic party: Paine himself published the letter from 
Jeff erson in the seventh of his Letters to the Citizens of the United States. See ibid., vol. 2, 
pp. 946–7.

Republican Star, 8 March 1803
p. 225, col. 1, ll. 1–2: toryism: see note to p. 137, l. 5, above.
p. 225, col. 1, ll. 3–4: Portland Gazette: Jenk’s Portland Gazette (Portland, ME).
p. 225, col. 1, l. 5: the Palladium: New-England Palladium (Boston, MA).
p. 225, col. 1, ll. 13–35: Mrs Dearborn … in amazement!: see note to p. 191, col. 1, l. 29, 

above.
p. 225, col. 1, ll. 36–41: Indignant thus … vengeance frown’d: not traced.
p. 225, col. 2, ll. 5–59: You might have … [Aurora]: the Philadelphia Aurora or Aurora General 

Advertiser (Philadelphia, PA). Th e exact article citation is not traced.
p. 225, col. 2, ll. 31–2: Mrs. Wingate: Th is may be Julia Dearborn (n.d.), later Julia Dearborn 

Wingate.

Philander, ‘From the Republican Advocate’
p. 229, col. 1, ll. 33–4: David Hume: see note to p. 47, ll. 14–22, Volume 1.
p. 229, col. 1, l. 34: Mons. Voltaire: see note to p. 95, l. 10, Volume 4.

Thomas Paine volume 6.indb   413Thomas Paine volume 6.indb   413 14/05/2009   17:01:5314/05/2009   17:01:53




