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ABSTRACT

William Vans Murray, a prominent Federalist politiclan
durlng the formative periocd of the United States, has
been largely overlocked by present day historlans. Born in
Dorchester County, Meryland, in 1760, he was educated both
in this country and in England, where he studled at the
Middle Temple. While a student he iLraveled widely both in
England and on the continent. '

Shortly after his return to Maryland in 1787, Murray was
elected a member of the Maryland House of Delegates, wisre
he served ably but without distinction until 1791. During
this perlol he marrled a sweethocarti of his student days in
Iondon, Miss Charlotte Hughins.

Murray was admitted to thz bar 1n Dorchesier County
in 1791, and soon afterward was elacted & member of the
Second Conszress of the United Statezs. As & menher of ths
House of Representatives, Murray was active in presenting
legislation and in workin;z on mattevs of patronege. Iis
advice was sought by many of the more famous men of his
party. His intense loyalty to ths princlples of the Federalist
party msde him a most valuablé man, and his name deserves

a high rating as & politlzian.
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Plans for retirement to & farm on the Eastern Shore
ended early in 1797, when President Washington named Murray
minister to the Batavian Republic. Murray entered upon
these dutles with conslderable experlence, having completed
three terms in the House of Representatlives. This factor,
along with his well-rounded education, enabled him to perform
his duties with competence. Both the dally tasks of a
diplomat and the larger, more important negotiations were
handled with equal skill by Murray.

Early in 1799, John Adams nominated the Marylander to
serve as envoy to France to negotiate & settlement of the
disputes between the two countries which had threatened to
erupt into war for more than a year. Murray's nomination
followed a period of several months during which time he
had held confldential talks with a representative of the
French government. Jolned in Parls by 0liver Ellsworth and
Willliam Richardson Davie, he played a vital role in the
negotiations which resulted in the Convention of 1800.

The election of Jefferson in 1800 ended the public
cereer of Murray. He returned to the United States in 1801
and lived quietly in Dorchester County until his death in 1803.
It 18 hoped that this study will, in a small way, help restom
Murray to the position which he rightly deserves.
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PREFACE

The purpose of this study of Willlam Vans Murray
i1s to attempt a brief reconstruction of his 1life and times
as a dedicated Federallst politician in the early days of
our republic. Largely ignored by historians during the
century following his death, Murray only reéently has been
the subject of fleeting attention on the part of American
historlans. With the belief that the story of William
Vans Murray deserves a more detalled examinatlon than 1t has
previously received, this study was begun.

The principal sources of material which have been
consulted include the Library of Congress, which has the
largest collection of Murray papers in existence. These
include his "Commonplace™ book, various letters filed in
a letter folio, a large box labeled "Miscellaneous Accessions"
containing much interesting material, and a "Green" book
which contains many short observations on a wlide variety of
subjects. Other collections in the Library of Congress which
are relevant to this study include the papers of Elbridge
Gerry and James McHenry. The Rare Book Room of the Library
of Congress contains & copy of Murray's "Political Sketches".
In Baltimore, the Maryland Historical Society, aside from the
many valuable secondary sources concerning Maryland history,

also has a most interesting series of letters pertalning to.



Murray's early life., The Society also has much valuable
genealoglical fnformatlon about the Murray famlly in Scotland
and Maryland. Photostatic coples of several Murray letters
in the Morgan Library, New York Clty, are deposited in the
Library of Congress. Members éf the staff of each of these
institutions were most helpful iIn providing materlals needed
for this study.

Other institutions which have assisted in varilous
ways include the MNatlonal Art Gallery, Washington, D. C.,
"the Dorchester County (Maryland) Historical Soclety, Colonial
Williamsburg, the Library of the Daughters of tho Amerlcan
Revolution in Washington, D. C., the Maryland Hall of Records
in Annavolls, and the Fondren Library, Rice Institute. Thanks
rmust also be glven to H. A. C. Sturgess, Librarian and
Keeper of the Records, Mlddle Temple, London, England, and
to the staff of the M. D. Anderson Library, University of
Houston.,

Especial thanks are due Dr. Edwin A. Miles, committee
chairman and advisor on thls thesis. Many valuable sugrestions
have also been made by the other members of the committes,

Dr. C. B. Ransom and Dr. R. D. Younger,



CHAPTER I

On February 9, 1760, during the last year of the
reign of George II, William Vans Murray was born in Cambridge,
Maryland.l He grew to manhood during the turbulent era of
the American revolution and later served with distinction
both his state and nation. Although he died at the eafly
age of forty-thres, his brief career as a Federalist congress-
man and diplomat is worthy of greater attention than 1t has
generally received from American historians.

He was the son of Dr. Henry and:Henrietta Maria
(Orrick) Murray. His paternal grandfather, Dr. William

1

There 1s considerable controversy on the point of
Murray's birth especially in "A Sketch of William Vans
Murray" by Clement Sulivane. The article, written by a
descendant of Murraz appeared in the Southern E%%g%gﬁur
Association Publications for 1901 and TrndTcatad ray
was born 1n I763. 1760 seems, however, to be the correct
date. Murray himself lends credence to the date 1in at
least two places among his personaléa?ers. In one place,
on the last day of 1739, he recorded in his "Green Book"
now in the Library of Congress, the fact that he was born
in 1760, and that he had lived almost a half century.
Writing in the same book on February 9, 1801, Murray spoke
of his birthday as beirg that day. It would seem that the
date set by Sulivane 1s incorrect; this 1is not surprising
in view of other iraccuraciez in his article. Other support

for 1760 comes from the following sources: Biographical

Directory of the American Conpgresa, 1774-1G45 (WaSOIORZLONL:

United g%afEb‘G§Vernmenﬁ”Pr1nting OfTIce, I?SO; P. 1685;

William S. Carpenter, "wWilliam Vars Murray", Dicticnary of

American Blography, 21 volumes. Edited bY Allen Johnson and
o (Rewt

Dumas Fal &w York: Charles Ssribner's Sons, 1928-1937
VIII, 368. ’ )
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Murray fled Scotland after the abortive rebellion of 1715

on behalf of James, the "0ld Pretender",3 and settled first

at Hunting Mills, Caroline County, and later at Cambridge,

Dorchester County, Maryland.u William Vans Murray's maternal

2

Dr. William Murra% had been born at Castle Tulli-
bardine, Perthshire, in 1692, the son of William Murray and
Marg Vans. Dr. Murray's paternal ancestor was another
William Murray, who was appointed Cortroller of Her Majesty's
Household in 1565. In 1606 he was created Earl of Tulli-
bardine and in 1609 he died. The first Earl of Tullibardine
wvas a grandson of Sir William Murray, tenth, of Tullibardine
who, in turn, traced his sncestry to Sir Gllbert Murray who
was consecrated Bishop of Caithners in 1222. Much additional
information concerning the Murra fam11¥, both in the United
States and in Scotland 1is avallable in the following sources:
Emily Emerson lLantz, "Murray Family of Scotland end Maryland",
Baltimore Sun, April 7, April 14, April 21, 1907; Dictiona
Of National Biography; and the Dictionary of American Bloo-
raphy. The early letters and charters of The Murray family
in Scotland are available today in printed formu in the Hist-
orical Manuscripts Commission, Seventh Report, Appendix, Part
II, and the Twelfth Report, Appendix, Part VIII. In these
letters and charters, one finds conciusive evidence of the
prominence of the famlly in Scotland from the very earliest
recorded times.

3R. B. Mowat, A New History of Great Britain (London:
Oxford University Press, 1920), p. 540,

uPrior to moving to Cambridge in 1730, Dr. Murray had
married Sarah Ennalls of Dorchester County,who bore him
ten children. The fourth son, Henry, born June 29, 1727, was
the father of Willliam Vans Murray. In Dorchester County, the
Murrays lived on a tract of land known as "Ayreshire". This
estate was originally a portion of "Lockerman's Manor",
named 1in honor of the original patentee of Lord Baltimore.
Information concerning thls estate can be found in Ancestral
Records and Portraits: a Compilation from the Archives of the
Colonial Dames oI America (New York: Prepared under the
direction of the Publications Commission by the Editorial
Department of the Grafton Press, 1910), 147-148.




great grandfather, John Ourrouck, had settled in Maryland
as early as 1665.5
The extent of the young Marylander's education before
he entered London's Middle Templs is not known. Perhaps,
like his Middle Temple contemporary and fellow Marylander,
Philip Barton_Key, he was privately tutored.e, Or perheps he
attended one of the numerous academles then existing on
Meryland's Eastern Shore:7 possibly Back Creek (later Wash-
ington) Academy in Somerset County, where his closest friend
of Middle Temple days, John Leeds Bozman,8 studied; or West
Nottingham Academy in Cecll County, where his good friend,

John anry,g later one of Msryland's promlnent Federslist

51n 1665 a patent for one hundred and ninety acres
of land was 1ssued to John Ourrouck on the bayside known as
Orwick. His grandson, John Orrick married Susannah Hammond
and their sixth child, Henrietta Maria, born September 14,
1725, was the mother of Willlam Vans Murray. The Orrick
famiiy was supposed to have owned the Federal Hill in Balti-
more, which i1s the site of Fort McHenry, but this cannot
be conclusively proved. It 1s, however, recorded 1in the
"Green Book" of William Vans Murray in the Library of Congress .
The §enealogy of the Orrick family is discussed in the
Baltimore Sun for February 10, and March 8, 1907.

GW. C. Mallalieu, "Philip Barton Key", Dictionary
of American Blography, X, 363.

7Several of these colonlal academies becsme colleges
and universities after the revolution.

8
Hayes Baker-Crothers, "John lLeeds Bozman', Dictionary
of American Blography, II, 539.
9J. Winfield Henry, letters and Papers of Governor
John Henry (Baltimore: George W. Kihg, I90%), . &5.




politicians, matriculated. From his later writings and the
scholarly interests he developed, it 1s quite evident that
Murray acquired the thorough classical education of young
gentlemen of his day.

One of the principal sources concerning the young
Marylander's early life 1s his correspondence with his cousin
and close friend, Hsnry Maynadier. A group of nine letters
dating from 1781 to 1784, these offer interesting sidelights

10 1ate 1n 1781, he was engaged

on Murray's 1life and times.
in writing various political pamphlets. In a letter to
Maynadier he stated that "I enclose by post my latest brat
whose very existence depends entirely on the midwifery of
Green through your patronage."ll "When you are blessed with
the smiles of an infant and not till then, can you possibly
be a judge of the épprehensions with which I have been
surrounded since I entered the faithful f;elds of literary

ambition." Closing on a practical note, he asked Maynadier

loﬂbnry Maynadier was of a prominent Maryland family
whose history in that state had besen closely connected with
the Murray family. He was the son of Dr. Maynadier who
settled on Maryland's Eastern Shore after leaving his natlive
France early in the eighteenth century. Hls mother was
Margaret Murray Maynadier, the third child of Dr. Willlam
Murray and a sister of Dr. Henry Murray, who was William
Vans Murray's father.

1

1This Green referred to by Murray was either
Frederick or Samuel Green. Both of these men were the sons
of Jonas Green who founded the paper which became famous as
the Maryland Oazette. See Clarence S. Brigham, History and
?1hlinzxgnhx‘g£ erican News rs, 1690-1820, 2 volumes,
Worcester Massachusetts: American Antiquarian Society,
1947), I, 219.



to see if the ﬁord "yiccissitudes" was spelled correctly
on the last literary piece which was sent to him.12 In 1782,
one of his articles in the press drew considerable adverse
comment from & reader, but Murray told his cousin that "I
shall treat it as the kick of some &ass and answer it with the
lash. It is a squlb which sets forth that from the cussed
hard words I make use of, it i1s 1lmpossible to make either
head or tail of what I say."l3

Politics, however, did not completely monorolize the
attention of the two young cousins, Their letters were
filled with references about the young ladies of thelr
acquaintance. Murray once wrote to Maynadier that he and
Robert Milligan "both desire maids confoundedly”. He fslt
that "vices are as dead as virtues in Cambridge. Only
indifference remains".lu Young Murray continued his interest
in the opposite sex by inquiring about "Miss Dulaney".

Of her he mused, "She has introduced a new art of love &nd

12W1lliam Vans Murray to Henry Maynadier, October 1,

1781, Murray Papers, Maryland Historical Society, Baltimore,
Maryland.
1

3
Murray to Henry Maynadier, February 26, 1752, Murray
Papers, Maryland Historlcal Society.

14Murray to Henry Maynadier, January 25, 1783, Murray
Papers, Maryland Historical Soclety.



formed a revolution in the system of female conquest".15

The young Marylander had previously cormented on the
prospects of peace according to the latest intelligence
from Philadelphia, and on April 2, 1783, related to Maynadier
the following:
We gave the best proof we could express of joy
with firing cannon and g ettin% drunk. I did myself
the honor of getting completely so last Saturday
night and what with bawling, making speeches when
licienticusly drunk to the Qoddess of Liberty and
singing songs all night I am extremely hoarse. In
showing our Joy for a blessing we thus prove our- 16
selves unworthy of 1t.
This Saturday night celebration of peace was not only over-
enthusiastic and inappropriate, but also premature since the
end of the Revolution was not officially proclaimed by
Congress until April 19, 1783. 1In his next letter he
recognized that fact and expressed himself on the peace and
what 1t will mean in some lines which he quite modestly
called the "belchings of the Muses".l7

Early in 1783, writing from his home in Cambridge,
Murray informed Maynadler that he feared he would soon

be "banished to London, in that purgatory to dwell".18

5mia.
16Murray to Henry Maynadier, April 2, 1783, Murray
Papers, Maryland Historical Socilety.

17Murray to Henry Maynadier, April 21, 1783, Murray
Papers, Maryland Historical Society.

18Murray to Henry Maynadier, January 25, 1783, Murray

Papers, Maryland Historical Society.



This was a correct assumﬁtion for he left for London late

in 1783, arriving there early in 17814.19 The voyage was
unpleasant and 1t was the cause of much distress to Murray.

He told Maynadier that he "suffered more sickress in finding

the 01d World than did Columbus suffer doubt and anxlety in
finding the new".go After Murray reached the O0ld World, his
outlook was not materially altered since his first impression

of London was that it was a city of corruption and materialism.21
He did not change his opinion for several years,

On April 28, 1784, he entered the Middle Temple in
order to preparse for a career at the bar. At the time
Murray entered the Temple, that institution was in a periéd
of 1ts history when 1ts progress héd been halted.22 During
medieval times the Inns of Court, of which the Middle Temple

was & prominent segment, had been exponents of a system of

19Murray to Henry Maynadier, February 8, 1784,

Murray Papers, Maryland Historical Society.

20Ibid.

2lp14.

22E. Alfred Jones, American Members of the Inns of

Court (London: Saint CatherInes Press, 19247, D. 1063.
WIIIYam 8. Carpenter, "William Vans Murray", Dictionary of
American Biopraphy, VIII, 368. This information was verified
by H., A. C. Sturgess, Librarian and Keeper of the Records,
The Honourable Soclety of the Middle Temple, in a letter of
March 28, 1957, to the author. .



8

legal training consisting of lectures, mbots and the taking
of notes in court. During the early elghteenth century

the apprenticeship had largely replaced the older system
and this was the training which Murray received.23 Aside

from the study under a member of the profession, the students
also spent some time rsading various legal works. The

library which had been started in 1641, was sorely neglected
and by 1784, many of the prize volumes were missing.zu The
general atmosphere was more informal in 1784 that it had been
earlier or was to be ln the early nineteenth century.

The Middle Temple possessed a largs hall which even
today stands as one of the flnest of all extant Elizabsthan
buildings in England. Also standing today, as in 1784, 1s
the famous round church, one of four of its type in England.
The students of the Inns during Murray's time generally took
lodgings in nearby hostels. Early mail addressed to him at
the Temple Coffee House indicates that common eating faclilitiss

were available for the students.®® Later in 1784, Murray's

@ poscos Pound, The Lawyer from Antiquity to Modern
gimgg(St. Paul, Minnesota: the West Publishing Company, 1953)
P.

H. H. L. Bellot, "Inns of Court and Chancery",
opaedia Britannica, Fourteenth Edition, 24 volumes,
Eeﬁ¥cago: Fnoyclopaedla Britannica, 1951), XII, 376.
25Murray to Henry Mesynadier, February 8, 1784, Murray
Papers, Maryland Historical Society.



address was changed to No. 1 Fig Tree Lane.26

Student 1life apparently did not weigh too heavily
on Murray. His apprenticeship is supposed to have been to
a Mr. Price vith whom he studied the classics.®! He also
spent considerable time in writing letters home to his
family and friends. He advised his sister in one letter to

practice her harpsichord diligently.ZS

Occasionally he
wrote lengthy letters to his parents which were actuslly
requests for money thinly disguised as discussions of poli-
tics.29

The series of letters to Henry Maynadier were full
of news about the other Marylanders in the Middle Temple at
the time. Among these were John leeds Bozman, later the
deputy attorney-general of Maryland under Luther Martin, and
Philip Barton Key, uncle of Francis Scott Kby.Bo Murray

often dined with Philip Key and commented that he lived

26
Murray to Henry Maynadier, Mary 20, 1784, Murray
Papers, Maryland Historical Soclety.

2T0yement Sulivane, "A Sketch of Willlam Vens Murmay",
Southern Histery Associatfon Publications, V, (1901), 151.

28Murray to his sister, March 5, 1784, Murray Papers,
letter Follo, 1784-1801, Litrary of Congress.

29Murray to his parents, August 6, 1785, Murray Papers,
Library of Congress,

30E, Alfred Jones, American Members of the Inns of
Court, p. 163. -
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like a gentleman yet economically.31

In accordance with the fashion of the day, Murray
traveled on the continent of Europe. Such travel was an
essential part of a gentleman's education. During the
sumer of 1784, he spent some time touring Holland, possibly
in the company of John Quincy Adams.32 Some years later
Adams said that the journal Murray kept during his trip
was worthy of pu‘blica.tion.33

Travel within England also claimed Murray's tims.
During the summer of 1784, he wrote from the Mermasid Inn,
Windsor, and described his visit to the castle located
there. It was his opinion that the palace was either a
"modern structure outdated or an old stile modernised. ">

He also visited Bath while he was in England, one trip

1 .
7 Murray to Henry Maznadier, February 8, 1784,
Murray Papers, Maryland Historical Society.

2
2 John Quincy Adams wrote to his father on June 15,
1784, and told him, "There 1s a young American here named
Murray, from Maryland; he 1s stud 1n§ lawv at the Temple and
intends making a tour through Holland this summer, perhaps
he will go over at the same time I do". W. C. Ford (ed.),
Writines of John Quincy Adams, 7 volumes. (New York: The
Macmillan Company, 1913), I, 15.

3 Jon Quincy Adams, ™illiam Vans Murray", Annual

Re of the American Historical Association for
Washington: United States Government Printing Office, 191l4),

P. 348,

3L}Murray to Henry Maynadier, August 30, 1785, Murray
Papers, Maryland Historical Soclety.
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]

being made in 1787. He wrote o Maynadler telling, in
 fulsome terms, the benefit to be derived from the baths
10 that city.’>

The earlier opinions of England which Murray expressqd

were not too kind toward the British people. later on,
having experienced English society, he held to the same
viewpoint. He was shocked at the moral laxity so evident
in London, especially in the number of streetwalkers around
the Strand. He also thoughtthe English were entirely too
credulous for their own welfare. Before one condemms the
English as seen through Murray's eyes, however, one mst
consider his background. Although the scion of a prominent
colonial family, he had not been prepared for life in England
on the basis of his past experlience. Cambridge, Maryland
was far removed from London, England. Of that background
of eighteenth-century Marylend it has been remarked: "Ths
Meryland aristocracy enjoyed culture, but they did not

produce it". 36

Thus Murray'!s early religious training
caused him to find English materialism distasteful and the -
imitative culture of Maryland led him to find fault with

the more stimulating society which he found in England.

Bsﬂur*ay to Henry Maynadiler, January 12, 1787,

Murray Papers, Maryland Historical Society.

36’1‘homa.s J. Wertenbaker lden Age of Colonial
Culture (New York: New York Uhiversi Press, 1949), p. 103.
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While Murray was in England, his father, Dr. Henry
Murray, passed away. According to John Quincy Adams, filial
affection plus a weakened physical constitution caused the
grieving son to become seriously 111. For six weeks he was
in bed and then he spent several months in convalescence.?7

In 1784 and 1785, Murray, who was by this time nearly
twenty-five, wrote a series of essays, six in number, which
he entitled "Political Sketches" and which he dedicated to
John Adams, at that time serving as the United States
Minister to Great Britain.38 The six essays were entitled
as follows: (1) Abbe Mably, (2) Virtue, (3) Aristocracy,
(4) Extent of Territory, (5) Balance of Power, (6) Religion.
Essentially the "Sketches"were designed to refute the
criticisms of the Amerlican government which had been voilced
by several European writers. Murray was not the only person
who replied to the critics. John Adams made his rebuttal
through his Sketches of American Policy, published in 1784,

37John Quincy Adams, "wWilliam Vans Murray", Annuyal
2
ce, 1914),

Report of the American Historical Association for 1}
(Washington: United Eﬁhges Government Printing Offi

p. 348.

38

5 There is a manuscript copy of the "Political
Sketches" not in Murray's hand but that of a copyist in the
Corner MS3, in the Maryland Historical Society. The Rare
Book Room of the Library of Congress has a copy of the pamph-
let as published in 1787 by C. Dilly, Publisher. This copy
was presented to Thomas Jefferson by Murray and the note of
presentation 1s still attached.
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It i1s in the shadow of the works of Adams and Noah Webster
that Murray's work has remained until recently. Politically

the work showed Murray to be & "nationalistic conservative"'

much likse John Adams.39
concerning the future of democracy as practiced in the United

Murray was generally more optimistic

States. He was also an 1solationist and indicated a fear of
the people. When one considers the age and the background
of the writer of the "Sketches” one cannot fail but be
impressed by his logic and breadth of concept. These factors,
coupled with a clearly delineated literary style make the
"Sketches" valuable as insights both to the man and to his
times.

The America to which Murray returned in 1787 was not
the same America which he had left four years earlier. The
weaknesses of the Articles of Confederation had been recog-
nizsd by many Americans, and a new Constitutional Convention
met during that year. Murray, too, had changed since 1784.
He had become sobered in his outlook. Hes had developed a
strong desire to enter politics.

29p1exander DeConde, "Williem Vans Murray's Political
Sketches" ssissippl Valley Histordcal Review, XLI, (March
1955), 634 R Conde, In this work, thoroughly analyzes
the backgrounds of the political theories involved and the
place they deserve in the historicgraphy of American political
theorg. The Abbe Mably's political thought 1s dlscussed in
sley

King Martin, French lLibersl Ihgggh& n %%Q_Ei hteenth
Century (London: Turnstile Press, Ltd., 195%), Dp. 2U2-2%.
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His opportunity in that fleld was not long in arriving
because in 1788, Maryland faced a crucial domestic crisis --
the controversy over the ratificatlion of the Constitution.
Since colonial days the political control of the state had
been in the hands of the so-called "country party". Prior
to 1776, there had been a constant struggle betwsesn thils
group and members of the "court party", which had been
closely aligned with the proprietary interests end the Crown.
After 1776, however, the "country party" played an increas-
ingly ilmportant role in Maryland politics. It was a group
noted for 1ts wealth, socisal promlinence and legal training.uo
Names like Chase, Carroll, Ridgely, Lloyd, Tilghman, Golds-
borough, Stilivane, Mercer, and Hanson appeared in the ranks
of the "country party" which, became the Federalist party in
the struggle over the ratification of the constitution. By
the fall of 1788, the crisis had passed. After a bitter
struggle, Samuel Chase and hils Anti-Federalists had been
defeated, the constitution ratified, and the political status
quo malntained to a large degree.

The state of Maryland under the constitution did not
allow the pelitical talents of Murray, who adhered to the

FPederalist Party, to remain dormant. After his return from

1ml’hilip A. Crowl, Maryvland During and After the

Ravolution (Studies in Historical and Politfcal Sclence
Series LXI, No. 1. Baltimors: Johns Hopkins Press, 1943),

P. 231.
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England, he began to practice law, but when the Maryland
House of Delegates assembled for the fall term of 1788, he
vas present as & newly elected representative of Dorchester
County. The group of men which convened in Annapolis in the
historic State House was extremely distinguished. Charles
Carroll of Carrollton was amdng thosse present.hl Several of
the delegates from Dorchester County were close friends of
Murray.

Murray's record in the session of 1788, which opened
on November 742 and lasted for thirty-six days, appears
to be rather insignificant. Hb:served on the public roads
committee43 and on a speclal committee to study proposals
for enlargement of the powers of the high court of chancery.uu
He was absent on several occasions and his voting record
showed no definite trend.

Between his first and second legislative session

Murray married. A romance begun during his student days

4]
Ellen Hart Smith, Charles Carroll of Carrollton
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1945), D. 25L.
2‘EV'o’cess and Procesdings of the Maryland House of
Delegates, November Session, 1780, D. 4 —

Bra., p. 7
uuTh1d
Ibid., pp. 13-14.

S —

y
SNb definite trend can be established in Murray's

record becauss the source of information concerning the
House of Delegates, The Votes and.Proceedings of the House
of Delegates, recorded only the most lmportant votes which
were en during a session.
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in Lﬂondonu6 led to marriage with Miss Charlotte Hughins
on October 15, 1789.47 It vas a successful match for both
parties and the new Mrs. Murray was quite popular in diplomatic
circles in later years. '

"William Vans Murray, a delegate returned for

Dorchester County, appeared, and after qualifying in the
mode prescribed by the Constitution and form of government,
and taking the oath to support the Constitution of the
United States, took his seat in the Hbuse."48 Thus the newly
ved delegate returned to hils legislative post on November 21,
1789, fifteen days after the opening of the session. He was
much more active in his second legislatlve term, serving 6n

49

a conmittee to study land drainage problems - and on several

committeses to study memorials presented to the House of

50

Delegates. The young lawyer displayed an interest in

legislation that might affect his profession. He opposed &

6.

John Quincy Adams, "William Vans Murray", Annual
Report of the American Historical Assoclation for 1012
(Washington: United States Covernment Printing Uiflce, 191%),
P. 348.#

7

Complete Iist of Court House Records, Dorchester
County, Ma gana. (WashIngton: D.A.R. IIbrary, 1935); also
Marriage References, Circult Court, Dorchester County, 1780~

1867 L]
1‘8\."91:33 and Proceedings of the House of Delegates
of the State of Maryland, November Session, 1789, D. 50.

¥9rp1a., p. 3
50
Ivid., p. 36; p. 42; p. 47.
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bill requiring practicing attorneys to pay the sum of ten
pounds to each court before which they.practicedsl and he
favored higher salaries for members of the judiciary than
the House of Delegates allowed.52 Indicative of his liberal .
religious views was his vote in favor of a bill to allow
those who could not take oaths because of religlous scruples
to hold legislative and other state offices simply by
affirmation.53 Evidence of his humane views regarding the
care of slaves was his support of a bill to prohibit the
manunission of disabled slaves by w111.54 His Interest in
the welfare of Revolutionary veterans was manifested by his
advocacy of a bill to permit the Governor and the Council
to examine Maryland's muster rolls in order to reimburse
those cltlzens who had served in the War of Independence.55

Murray's third and final term as a member of the House
of Delegates began on November 4, 1799.9° on that day, he

and Moses leCompte were present for the opening sessions as

Sllbid., r. 93.

52
Ibid., pp. 88-93.

5iIbid., Pp. 94-97.

>*Ibid., pp. 97-105.
bS1p1d., pp. 105-110.
56

Votes and Proceedings of the House of Delegates of
the State oI MaFyland, November Session, 1790, Dp. 1-2.
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délegates from Dorchester County. A week later the committee
of slections and privileges duly certified the election of
the above gentlemen along with James Steele and Willlam Golda-

57

borough of the same county. Murray was not present on this

day because he had earlier been granted a leave of absence
which lasted until November 22, 1790.58

Due perhaps to his long absence, Murray did not play
a consplcuous role in the session. He served on a committes
to determine what state legislation was needed as a result

59

of the federal assumption of state debts”” and also on a

coomittee to investigate land clalms of the Choptank Indians.60
Jealous of the powers of the legislature, Murray opposed

the creation of a tribunal which would have had the power to
declare marriages null and vold in certain cases.61 He again
voted in favor of higher salaries for judges.62 His last
recorded action in the Hbuse'of Delegates was & vote in favor
of a bill for road improvements on December 8, 1790.63 The

session adjourned two weeks later.

57Ibid oy pp " 8’10 .

8
3 Ibid., pp. 6-8; pp. 33-35.

59Ibid., P. 35.

6OIbid., Pp. 64-68.
Gllbid., p. 54.

zzIbido’ Pb. 59-62.
Blbid., p'p. 68"'69.
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What was indicated by Murray's service in the House
of Delegates? Several conclusions may be reached. He was
sensitive to any legislation which might affect his own |
profession. He generally favored a separation of powers 1n
government. He gave evidence of a liberal spirit in connec-
tion with religious affairs. In view of his "Political
Sketches” this was not unexpected. His legislative career,
however, was undistinguished. Its greatest value was the
training that it offered to a politiéal apprentice like
Murray. The evidence of lessons well learned would be shown
in the future.



CHAPTER II

On October 25, 1791, President George Washington,
delivered his third annual address to the Congress of the
United States. He pralsed the accomplishments of the young
republic, and noted that several important metters needed
the urgent attention of Congress. These matters included
the militia, the post office, the mint, and the sale of
public 1ands.l It was natural that discussion of these
items played & prominent role during the session which
follovwed.

The session had opened the previous day in Phila-
delphia. One of the six members representing Maryland in
the lower house was William Vans Murray, who had been
admitted to the bar in his native Dorchester County, earlier
in the year.2 The young representative was late in arriving
for the session, not taking his seat until November 9.3

1l
James D. Richardson (comp.), Messages and Papers of
the Presidents, 20 volumes (éew York: Pureéu of Wetlonal —
IIterature, Inc., 1897), I,

2 ,
Biographical Directory of the American Congress
%g_li&_-lgll% léasgﬁgfon: Uﬁifeg States Government Pignfing’;
ce, 1950), p. 1605. Murray, although he studied in Eng-
land, was never asdmitted to the bar there.

:Debates and Proceedings of the Congress of the United
States, Talrd Coligress, First gJession, (washington: Gales
and Seaton, 1849) ec. 166.
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The month of October had been a busy one for Murray. He had
been engaged 1n a number of court cases, and several delays
kept him from getting back to Cambridge as soon as he had
expected.4

During his first session in Congress, Murray held
at least one important committee appointment. He was a
member of a committee to study the report of the Attorney-
General on the judiclary system of the United States.” Other
members of this committee included Theodore Sedgwick of
Massachusetts, James Hillhouse of Connecticut, John Laurence
of New York, Ellas Boudinot of New Jersey, John Kittera of
Pennsylvania, and James Madison of V‘irginia.6 The comuittee
was active throughout the session and several comrmnications
from President Washington and'Attorney-General Edmund Randolph
7

were given to them for consideration.’ Randolph was seeking
to have his office, rather than the State Department, recog-
nized as the central authority to supervise the district

8
attorneys. But his proposal had been passed on to the House

. I‘Mu:c'ra.y to Charlotte Murray, October 6, 1791, Murray
Papers, letter Follo, 1784-1801, Library of Congress.

\n

Annals, Second Congress, First Session, c.

Ibid.

Annals, Second Congress, First S:ssion, c. 298.

8Leonard D. White, The Federalists (New York: The

Macmillan Company, 1948), 7. 197.

-~ O
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without Washington's endorsement; therefore no action was
taken on it.g _

Early in the session, the question of reapportionment
came before the House of Representatives.lo Under the
Constitution each state was entitled to ono representative
from each group of thirty thousand people, &nd many ueumbers
of the House, including Murray, favored continuation of that
ratio until the census of 1800. Iater in the session, after
lengthy debate in which Murray pleyed his first prominent
role as a legislator,ll it was decided to change the ratio
to one representative per thirty-four thousand population.
Murray opposed this change. He also cpposed an amendment by
the Senate which would have allowed fractional representation}2
For example, under this scheme states with a population of
fifty-five thousand would be entitled to two congressmen, but -
in order to attain this, five thousand of the people they
represented might be residents of another state. Murray
cited the example of Delaware as a case in point. The state
would have two representatives but only by counting five

thousand psople in another state who would have only

9Ibid., p. 168,
Annals, Second Congress, Filrst Session, c. 177.
lAnnals, Second Congress, First Session, c. 284,

12Annals, 3econd Congress, First Sesslon, c. 251.
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theoretical representation. This amendment, in Murrey's
opinion, was indiscriminate trifling with representation as
defined by the Constitution and a violation of a principle
of good governm.ent.l3 Shoftly after this speech the House
voted doﬁn the améndment, and after. further discussion in
January and February 1792, the House passed a bill without
the amendment.lu AIt had been proposed by John Vining of
Delavare, early in February, that in determining the repre-
sentation from each state the entire population of the United
States should be considered as the basls for the ratio of
one in thirty thousand. Murray opposed this as an infringe-
ment of the rights of the individual states., He felt that
the Constitution intended to have the states control the
matter of representation and the state population by itself
should be used in determining the number of congressmen.15

The problem of the operation of the Post Office Depart-
ment took considerable time during the first session. There
wvere long debates over the advisability of 1mposing the death
sentence on persons caught robbing the mails.l6 Murray
spoke in defense of capltal punishment, although he.did

1
ZAnnals, Second Congress, First Session, c. 268-269.
1

Annals, Second Congress, First Session, c. 416.
15Annals, Second Congress, First Session, c. 412-413,

Annals, Second Congress, First Session, c. 284.
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mention the fact that Montesquieu had concluded that there
were various grades of both crime and punishm.ent.17 In a
speech on the franking privilege he favored allowing officlals
of the government to enjoy the right, but felt that extend-
ing 1t to include members of the Congress would be allowing
competition between personal privilege and the postal service.18
Murray favored having Congressional mail sent to the Speaker
for distribution. Although the motion was amended in
accordance with the views he had expressed, the revised
motion falled to carry.19 Equally unsuccessful was another
motion of his on the same bill which would have allowed news-
papers to be carried at one-half the normal postage rate.go

The first Militia Act, passed in 1792, was the object
of much criticism. Murray took a prominent share in the
debate on the bill. He made an extremely sarcastic speech
on April 21, 1792, attacking the opponents of the bill. Hs
felt that they should not denounce the bill without being
prepared to offer a reasonable substitute. Murray pointed

17114,
13Annals, Second Congress, First Session, ¢. 236.

rpi4a.

20Annals, Second Congress, First Session, c¢. 315.
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out that the bill was remarkable for what he termed 1its
"nationality".el He maintained that it would result in
state and national co-operation and would also ald southern
raw materials and northern manufactures by creating a demand
for thelir products and services. The bill finally passed
by a margin of seventeen votes.22

During the second session of the Second Congress,
Murray served on the committee on Indian trade,23 the committee

24 ona

to wait on the President following his annual address,
the coomittee on the Post Office.25 He was also named along
with John Laurence and Theodore Sedgwick to study loans
made by the Bank of the United States.2®

Murray had févored the militia bill passed the pre-
vious session only because no better substitute had been
presented. Many of the features of the bill did not seem
workable to the Dorchester County representative. Twice
during the second session he triled to get the House to name

a committee to reconsider the bill.27 According to Murray,

21Annals, Second Congress, First Session, c¢. 569-570.
221p14.

2
3Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c. 752.

24 .
Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c. 677-678.

5Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c¢. 688

2
6Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c¢. T49.

27Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c¢. 701-702;
¢c. T08-T10. '
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it would be difficult to expect the average citizen to be able
to comply with the arms requirement of the bill, and he
favored public expenditures for this purposse. Both times his
pleas for reconsideration were overwhelmingly defeated; 1in tle
last instance only six representatives favored the motion.28

A bill for considering the promotion of the useful
arts came before the House during thls session. It was
suggested that a director'of patents should be named.29 Murray
countered by outlining what hé felt would be a more workable
scheme whereby the judges of the district courts would be
empowered to grant patents. This was opposed by several
representatives as being overly decentralized and liable to
lead to duplicity of patents.Bo Murray felt this would not
be & severe problem and thought the close proximity of
district Judges to prospective inventors would permit even
unprofitable inventions to be patented. His amendment did -
not pass the Hbuse,31 but he did succeed in later sessions
in having the privileges of the bill restricted to United

States citizens.32

28Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c. 708-710.

29Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c. 854.

3OAnnals, Second Congress, Second Session, c. 855.
2l

Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c¢. 856.

32Annals, Second Congress, Second Session, c. 860.
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Iittle 1s known of Murray's activities during the
summsey of 1795. However, one interesting incident did occur.
This was a case involving a British ship which had been cap-
tured by the French. The schooner had landed 1n Oxford,
Maryland, in Murray's district, and he had advised the
officer of the custom house to detain the ship umless an
officer produced a cormission from the French government.
When the customs officer boarded the schooner he found 1t
vas commanded by Captain John Hopper, a cltizen of Maryland,
whose commission, originally issued to a French officer,
Captain Fery,'had been signed by members of the Executive
Council of the French Republic. Murray reasoned that the
shlp was under the dominion of the United States, and he
wrote to Thomas Jefferson, Secretary of State, informing
him of the actlion which had been taken. He also expressed
hope that the French people would be successful in creating
33

a republican form of government. Jefferson evidently

replied quiékly to Murray's letter, because the latter wrote
a second letter concerning the case and explained that he

did not favor the return of the prize.Bu

33Murray to Thomas Jefferson, May 9, 1793, Thomas
Jefferson Papers, Tucker-Coleman Collection, Colonial
Williamsburg. There is a short footnots concerning this

case in Stelner's Life and Correspondence of James McHenry
(Cleveland: Burrows'BfofEErSZ"IgUE;, . I427

4
2 Murray to Thomas Jefferson, May 30, 1793, Thomas
Jefferson Papers, Tucker-Coleman Collection, Colonial
Williamsburg.
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On December 2, 1793, Philadelphia witnessed the
opening session of the Third Congress of the Unilted States.35
The following day Murray arrived from Maryland and took his
seat in the Hbuse.36 His coomittee service during this
Congress was widely varied, ranging from a group to study
the fortification of Annapolis,37 to a committee responsible
for studying the continuation and regulation of embargoés
of the United Sfatea.Bg Along with William Smith of
South Carolina, Jeremiah Smith of New Hampshire, Andrew
Moore of Virginia, George Thatcher of Massachusetts, Thomas
Scott of Pennsylvania, and his fellow Marylander, Gabriel
Christie, Murray was on the cormittee to consider the act
to establish the judicial courts of the United States.39

The extremely busy schedule which Murray followed
during this session precludes a complete survey of his
activities, but some which were particularly noteworthy
should be mentioned. The longest speech which he made during

the first session was concerned with the report on the

commerce of the Unlted States which Jefferson presented to

35Annals, Third Congress, First Session, c¢. 133.

36Annals, Third Congress, First Session, c. 134.

3
7Annals, Third Congress, First Session, c. 563.

38Annals, Third Congress, First Session, c¢. 531.

39Annals, Third Congfess, First Session, c. 143.
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Congress in December, 1793.40 In this report, the Secretary
of State showed the different ways 1ln which the various
foreign nations treated the commerce of the United States,
and then discussed the means by which such treatment might
be counteracted. As the debate continued in the House, nearly
every member spoke concerning the bill and Murray was no
exception. He opposed Madlson's resolutions which were
designed to act as énabling legislation for Jefferson's
report. His main objection, however, stemmed from the fact
that he felt that the report offered little of value as an
answer to the problems of corrnmsn-oe.z‘l

Difficulties with the Algerian states as a result of
continued attacks on American vessels, also came up for
consideration during the session. Murray, who did not believe
the British were responsible for the renéwed differences
with the Algerines,uzopposed raising a naval force to maintain

peace in the M.ed:lterra.nean.l43 This was early in the session,

but he soon shifted his position and supported naval action

l‘ .

OCharles Marion Thomas, American Neutrallity in 1793:
A Study in Cabinet Government (Columbla Studles In HIStory .
Economics, and pPublIc Law, No. 350, New York: Columbia
University Press, 1931), p. 243.

41
Annals, Third Congress, First Session, c¢. 355-366.

LaAnnals, Third Congress, First Session, c. 446,

A3Annals, Third Congress, First Session, ¢. 154.
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in that area.nu He felt this would not only stop the disturb-
ance but would give material aid to industries in the United
States.45

The question of impressment of American seamen alsoc
began to present difficulties during the early months of 1794.
On May 19, Murray proposed that a committee be named to draw
up a bill which would enable American seamen to obtain proof
of citizenship. He cited the stringency of British rules
concerning citizenship and sald that ship captains often
could not make sworn testimony-concérning & man's home country.
The commlttee consisting of Murray, Urlah Tracy, and Alexander
Gillon, brought in a bill which was read and passed on May 27,
1794, 46 shortly before the close of the session.

The fall of 1794 was a difficult period in the history
of the United States. For the first time since its inception.
five years earlier, the authority of the central government
was challenged by the frontiersmen of western Pennsylvania.
When Murray reached Philadelphia early‘in November he found
a definlte feeling of anxiety in the seat of government.u7The

huAnnals, Third Congress, First Session, c¢. 440

45
Tbid.
46
Annals, Third Congress, First Session, c¢. 729.

47Har . Tinkcom, The Republicans and Federalists
in Pennsylvania, 1790-18 8oi (Harrisburg: Pennsylvenia
HIstTorical and MuSeum Commission, 1950), pp. 104-105.
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previous month George Washington had reviewed the troops in
Carlisle, Pennsylvania, as they prepared to march westward to
quell the insurrection. The President then returned to
Philadelphia and delivered his annual address to Congress.

The speech set off a serious debate in the House over some of
ﬁashington's rema.rkss.z‘8 This concerned the President's
instruction that the members retrace carefully the steps
leading to the insurrection and seek to determine its causes.
The discussion of the republican societies brought a sharp
division in the House. Murray spoke at length concerning the
socletles. He was of the opinion that the House was justified
in considering the part the societies played in the casse,
and while he opposed their abolition, he indicated approval o
a reprimand such as that implied in Washington's speech.49
Gabriel Christie objected to Murray's rather general state-
ments as abusive to the good citizens of Baltimofe, but Murray
quickly pointed out that his reference was only to certain
people in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh.’

Anlmosity between Murray and Representative William
Branch Glles of Virginia was evident when they exchanged

heated words over the former's attitude toward the press.

48Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. 905,

49Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. S06.
50

Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c¢. 908.
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Giles accused Murray of wanting to "dress the press” but
Murray's actuasl remark was, as he pointed out, that "the
rights of the press ought not be freely handled".”t Giles
felt that the House should not spend its time in denouncing
actions that were not strictly its concern. It was his
opinion that serious misfortune could result from such
unbridled debaté.52

Shortly after the Battle of Fallen Timbers a discuss-
ion of a proposal to send a vote of thanks to General Anthony
Wayne for his part in that engagement drew comment from
‘Murray.53 He favored convéying thanks not only to Wayne, for
winning the first victory under the Constitution, but also
to the militia of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and New Jersey.5u
This motion was passed and he and William Smith were named
to deliver the resolutions to President Washington.

During the session, the young Maryland leglslator
advocated maintaining the exlsting pay scale of government
officials,55 went on record as opposing a reduction of the

56

armed forces,” and expreésed belief in the value of publishing

51

5gAnnals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. 917.

53Anna.ls, Third Congress, Second Session, ¢. 961.

54Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. 966,

Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c¢. 916.

55Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c¢. 1146.
56Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. 1123,
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laws of the United States in German as well as in English.57
His opposition to having forseign nobility renounce their
titles before becoming American citizens caused him to mention
that a baronet once spent three years in the House.58 The
end result, he sald, was that people in this country found
baronets to be quite harmless., He added that the chilef
European use of nobility was to establish precedence for
ladles leading a country dance.59

It seems remarkable that a man from Maryland's Eastern
Shore would be greatly concerned over the frontiers of the
United States. However, Murray repeatedly stresssd the
value of well guarded boundaries as essential to the securlty
of the nation. As the second session of the Third Congress
drew to a close he advocated maintenance of a serles of

Indlan trading posts as a means of reducing border 4iffi-

~

culties and keeping up a systematic trading system.oo

In 1795, Murray spent a busy year. The Third Congress
had taken much of his time, but his off session dutles were
equally arduous. He had begun the year with a long letter

of reminiscence to James McHenry. In it he expressed regret

57Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. 1229.

8
5 Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. 1049,

91114,
60Annals, Third Congress, Second Session, c. 1763.
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over not being able to spend his holidays in the "feudal-
like 1ife” on the Eastern Shore. The young legislator was
amused that Presidqnt Washington had invited the politiclans
to have sweet cakes and wine, Murray felt thls showed clsarly
Washington's lack of understanding 6f the common tastes of
the day.

The news of the signing of the Jay Treaty with Great
Britain reached Philadelphia late in January, 1795.62 The
uproar which ensued involved Murray in a political cross-fire.
He had earlier expressed dismay over the publication of
correspondence between Jay and Grenville,63 and by July 1795,
public opinion in his district was forcing him to seek
advice from Oliver Wblcott.su While approving of the treaty
as the best possible under the circumstances,65 he asked
Wolcott to provide material on the treaty which would offset
increasing attacks from his constituents. Murray thought

61Murray to James McHenry, January 1, 1795, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress.

2
Bradford Perkins, The First Rapprochement (Phila-
delphiaé University of Pennsylvanla Press, 1955), p. 30.

¥
Murray to James McHenry, December 16, 1794, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress.

HMurray'to Oliver Wolcott, August 7, 1795, in George
Gibbs (ed.), Memoirs of the Administration of Washington and
Adams, Edjted Trom the Papers of Oliver Wolcott (New York:
Printed Ior the Subscribsers, 1846), pp. 222-223.

6 ‘

5Murray to Oliver Wolcott, July 19, 1795, Ibid., pp.
213-21} .
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~Alexander Hamilton could rgnder great aid by "giving the
public his luminous pen".60- Wolcott complied with Murray's
request and the latter set out on horseback to cover his
district in defense of the treaty.67 Evidently his tour was
successful because in the fall of 1795, when the General
Court of the Eaétern Shore convened at Easton, a large
ma jority of the group favored the treaty.68

December 7, 1795, marked the opening of the first
session of the Fourth Congress.69 Murray was present on
the opening day along with four other representatives from
Maryland, Murray's opening dutles consisted of introducing
& resolution to send assurances to President Washington that
the 1tems mentioned in hils opening address would be considered.
This resolution passed after little_debate.7o

Shortly after he was named a membsr of the Ways and

Means committee,71 the most interesting incldent in Murray's

66Murray to Oliver Wolcott, August 7, 1795, Ibid.,

p- 213"214. .
6

T
Murray to Oliver Wolcott, August 29, 1795, Ibid.
Pp. 228-229. ’ ’ ’ ’

68
2lig Murray to Oliver Wolcott, October 2, 1795, Ibid.,
p. *

9
Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 125,
70Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 128-129,

71Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 159.
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term in Congress tock place. Thls was the bribery case
involving Robert Randall and Charles Whitney. Along with a
group of Canadlans, these men were land speculators who
wanted Congress to cede to them in fee simple all lands between
lakes Michigan, Erie, and Huron. This area of some twenty
million acres was to be divided into forty shares, twenty-
four of these belng reserved for members of Congress who
favored the gcheme.72 Randall first approached Willlam
Smith of South Carolina with the proposition, and he, in turn
disclosed it to Murray. After consultation, they decided to
consult John Henry, & member of the Senate from Maryland.
Henry suggested that they inform President Washington.73
In speaking before the House on December 28, 1795, Murray.
revealed that he had been offered a cash payment if he did
not want land. Murray felt 1t was his duty to report to
' the House to avold embarrassment to members who might propose
a memorial along the lines desired by Randall.’” After this
disclosure several other members including William Branch
" @Glles and James Madison of Virginia, and Daniel Buck of Vermont
revealed that they had been approached on the same matter. o

7eAnna.ls, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 166.

Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 167.

74Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 168.

75Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 168-169.
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the separation of powers and the dutles of the House under
that separation. He favored calling for the papers on the
treaty,s3 and granting the appropriation for the treaty.84
As a stasunch Federallst, he opposed the principle involved in
the House's assertion of its power to withold enabling legis-
Jation simply because some members might not approve a treaty.

Murray along with thirteen other congressmen voted
against a bill for relief and protection of the American sea-
men.86 He had earlier favored the bill,87 but later changes
wvhich seemed to him to threaten the powers of the President
led him to reverse his position. Murray's vote seems 1ndef§h—
sible beceuse since late 1795, the impressment problem had
grown in magnitude and by March 1796, had reached alarming
proportions in spite of sincere attempts by Robert Liston,
British minister at Philadelphia, to stem the tide.88

During the last months of the sesslon, Murray voted

to allow the City of Washington to have a government loan

Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 480-481.
Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 531.
5Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 500-501.

6
Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, ¢. 820.
87Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 804.

88
Bradford Perkins, The First Rapprochement (Phila-.
delphia: University of PennsSylvanla Press, 1955), p. 62.

85
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Randall and Whitney were taken into custody on December 29,

6
1795,
length took place after Randall refused to admit his guilt.77

and brought to the House chamber. A debate of some

During this lengthy exchange Murray spent some time defending
his action 1n disclosing the matter to the President. He felt
that the dignity of the House made it mandatory that they not
ask Randall to name those he had contacted. This would, in
Murray's opinion, allow a man of few principles to incriminate
loyal member of the House, and should not be permitted.78 On
January 4, 1796, Murray, Giles, Buck, and William Smith read
their sworn testimony in the case,79 and Randall was again
brought in. His trial lasted until January 6, when the House

reprimanded and dismissed him.80 On the following day they
81

also dismissed Charles Whitney. Thus the matter closed
quietly.
Like the majority of the Federallst members of the

House, Murray spoke at length in defense of Jay's Treaty.82

His speech was an able, if somewhat tiresome, exposition of

76Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 169-170.

Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 173.

Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 174.

Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 200-206.

Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 220.

Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 229.
82
Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c¢. 684-T03.
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to complete the public buildings.89 He favored this appro-
priation because he thought property lmprovement would increase
land values and eventually benefit the government. In spite
of opposition from Pennsylvania congressmen, the House approved
the bi1ll by a vote of 72—21.90

The record which Murray méde.during this session vas
remarkable for party loyalty. On nine.of the most important
bills of the session, only twelve Federalists voted the straight
party lira, Murray was one of these. For thils performance
he deserved the accolade of "high Federalist", ot -

¥William Hindman and Murray lef't Philadslphia in May,
after the close of the first session in order to return to the
Eastern Shore. When Murray reached his home he found his
wife seriously 111 and unable to walk.92 In addition to his
personal troubles, he faced political unrest arising out of
the signing of Jay's Treaty. His constituents were thoroughly
agitated and upset by ratiflication of the treaty.93 Fortunate-

ly, however, both his personal &nd political problems lightened

8
9Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c.834.

90Annals, Fourth Congress, First Session, c. 840.

1

9 Manning Dauer, The Adams Federalists (Baltimore:
Johns Hopkins University Press, 1953), P. 290.

2
9 Murray to James McHenry, June 7, 1796, McHenry Papers,

Library of Congress.
93Murray to James McHenry, June 4, 1796, McHenry Papers,
Iibrary of Congress.
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as the summer progressed, and by the end of the month he could
report that he had purchased one hundred and fifty acres of
land for eight hundred pounds.ga He planned to serve notice
on the raccoons "to quit the woods" and then begin to burn
bricks in order to bulld a house. Thé remainder of the summer
Murray lamented that he was cut off from the national political
scene while on the Eastern Shore.95 late iﬂ the surmer he
was the victim of a serious inflammstory fever which his
doctors treated by bleeding and purging. This prevented him
from taking his seat in the House on December 6, 1796, the
opening day of the second session.96

Murray did not appear on the floor 6f the House until
December 27, 1796.27 He was just in time to protest the
rejection of a plan for a National University to be located
in the future capitol of Washington. He felt the action of
the House was hasty and 111 informed. President Washington
advocated the establishment of the school and granted some

personal annuities to the Commissioners of the District of

guMurray to James McHenry, June 27, 1796, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress.

95Murray to James McHenry, August 29, 1796, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress.

9§Murray to James McHenry, September 9, 1796, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress.

97Annals, Fourth Congress, Second Session, c¢. 1764,
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Columbla to help endow the 1nst1tution.98

During the second session, the young representative
of Dorchester, Somerset, and Worcester counties continued to
show a faithful adherence to his earlier voting record. He,
urged that Congress grant a pay railse to the Attorney-General,
who had neither an office nor an assistant.gg' He again
expressed opposition to a reduction in the armed forces,
especially the Navy,loo His faith in the value of the Navy as
a tactical weapon was very great, but 1t must be realized that
a large Navy would have been quite beneficial to the district
Murray represented, and this may have influenced his voting.
When the Eession ended he agaln had a record of one hundred
percent party loyalty, but, even more important, he had the
experience of more than five years in the natlonal legislative
body. He had not always been successful in achieving his
desires, but he had never been afrald to stand for what he
believed. He had shown strength of character in the case
involving attempted bribery. His arguments on the floor of

the House were lucid and showed competence in legal training.

98John C. Ftzpatrick (ed.), Writings of Washington,
39 volumes (Washington: United StateS Government Printing
Office, 1931-1944), XXXIV, 106-107.

Annals; Fourth Congress, Second Seséion, c. 2009.

100 -
Arnals, Fourth Congress, Second Session, ¢. 2058.
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His perceptive Jjudgment was valued by his colleagues whether
on matters céncerning appointments or on questions of political
strategy. His transition from political apprentice to astuts
politiclan had been accomplished.



CHAPTER III

Williem Vans Murray in service to state and nation

& Jemonstrated his ccmpetence as a lawyer and as a legis-
lator. He showed alertness to the desirss of his constituents
and undeviating loyslty to the principles of the Federalist
party which brought him to the attention of party leaders.
When George Washington was making appointments prior to
leaving offlce in March 1797, he chose Murray to succ:edl John
Quircy Adams as Minister Reaident to the Batavian Republic.l
Murray was no doubt pleased to have been chosen to fill such
an important post, although he still wished to return to
private life and the practice of law. It was the latter desire
which had led him to announce in August, 1796, that he would
not seel re-election to the House of Representatives.2 As
evidence of the high regard in which Murray was held, it has
been said that John Adams would have nominated him to the sare
post 1f George Washington had not done 50.3 This was not
. necessary, however, because Washington thought highly of Murray.

1U. S, Senate, Journal of the Executive Procesdings of
the Senate, I, 228.

2

At this time Murray had said that he wished to retire
even theugh he could probebly have been re-elected because the
district was behind him. "Commonplace" book, Octcter 7, 1796,
Murrey Papers, Princeton University Library.

3Murray, "Commonplace” book, Murray Papers, Princeton
University Library.
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After the nomination, he asked Mupray to take hls nephew,
Bartholemew Dandridge, to the Hague as his personal secretary.
Although Murray had planned to take John McHenry, the nephew
of James McHenry, he changed his plans to include Dandridge.

Armed with lengthy instructions from Secretary of
State Timothy Pickering, and sailing under a passport issued
by lLetombe, Consul General of France, the new Minister Resident
and his wife, along with Dandridge, left for thelr post on
April 9, 1797.4 They arrived in the Batavian Republic exsctly
twvo months later after an exceedingly rough passage over

the northern route on the ship Good Friends.5 One rather

alarming incident in the voyage occurred when a British

officer boarded the ship, made an inspection, and told the

6

passengers that the King of Prussia had died.~ It was with

considerable rellief that the Murrays stepped ashore.

4Cert1ficate issued by letombe, Aprll 9, 1797, Murray
Papers, Library of Congress.

5Murray to John Quincy Adams, June 9, 1797, "lstters
of Williams Vans Murray to John Quincy Adams", Annual Report
of the American Historical Assoclation for 1912 (Wbsﬁinggon:
United States Qovernment Printing Uirlce, 191%), p. 354.
This letter was written from Helder, now Den Helder, to Adams
in the Ha%ue and marked seven p.m. Adams, in his dlary entry
for June 9, 1797, said that the Murray's arrived in the Hague,
a distance of some sixty-five miles, the same evening.

6 4

This was Frederick William II, the indolent, dissipated
nephew of Frederick the Great who had been king since 1786.
Murray to James McHenry, June 9, 1797, McHenry Papers, Library
of Congress.
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When Murray and hls wife reached the Hague, it was
a pleasant reunion for Murray and John Quincy Adams who had
not seen each other since the summer of 1784 when they had
both toured Holland. Adams commented in hils dlary that his
Maryland friend clearly showed "upon his countenance the lapse
of thirteen years".T He also added that Murray and his wife
were unwell as a result of thelr rough passage from the
United States. He was delighted to recelve the late news
from the United States and on at least one occasion stayed
up until 2:00 a.m. reading the many newspapers brought by
the Murrays.8 In the time between the Murray's arrival and
tﬁe departure of Adams, the latter did all that he could
to help Murray become acquaipted with the country and its
inhapitants. The evening following their arrival the entire
American party attended the theatre.g On June 11, 1797,
Murray and his wife, accompanied by John Marshall and his
wife, Adams, Bartholemew Dandridge, and Louls Marshall,
the younger brother of John Marshall, went on a tour of

7Charles Francis Adams (ed.), Memoirs of John Quincy
Adsms, 12 volumes. (Philadelphia: J. B, LIppincott and
Company, 1874-1877), I, 189-190. .

8
Ibid., p. 190.
9Ibid., pp. 190-191. The plaX was a French comedy,

"le Conciliateur, on l'homme aimable" by M. de Moustier
and L'Epreuve Viilageoise.

1
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northern Holland in order to acquaint the new arrivals with
the countryside.lo Murray, like Adams, was lmpressed with
the cleanliness of the villages visited.ll When Adams left
the Hague on June 31, 1797, to go to London to be married,
he left, as his successor, a person ﬁhose competence he
respected. He wrote nis father that "it gives me a great
pleasure to have a person for whom I have so great a regard

and esteem to succeed me here".l2 The friendship which had

A

thus been renewed was to last until ended by death.

The new diplomatic representative did not neglect
his duties during the interim between his arrival on June 9,
and the departure of John Quincy Adams on June 31, 1797.
Much qf the tiﬁe he spent wlth Adams was devoted to a dis-
cussion of the political situation of the Batavian Republic.
As a satellite of revolutionary France, the Batavian puppet
government was, not unpxpectedly, hostile to the United States.
Under the offlcial cloak of hostility, however, was the
attitude of the Dutch people which was friendly toward the

10
Jolm Marshall was in Europe prior to going to
Paris as cne of the special envoys to that country from the
United States named by John Adams. '

Menarles Francis Adams (ed.), Memoirs of John

Adams, 12 volumes. (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott and
Tonpany, 1874-1877), I, 191.

12
Worthington C. Ford (ed.), Writings of John Quinc
Adams 87 volures. (New York: The MacidTTan Company, 1§I3:I817),

9 L

Quincy
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country which Murray represented. Thls was insofar as the
people dared to voice disagreement with the official policy
of France. The formal transfer of diplomatic duties took
place during this time. On June 16, Adams presented Murray
and Dandridge to Van Leyden, Secretary of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs. Four days later, Adams and Murray presented
their letters of recall and credence to the President of
the National Assembly, Mr. Vitringa.13 Shortly after the
official presentation of credentials, Murray wrote to McHenry
expressing falth in the Dutch attitude toward the United
States. He was also of the opinion that the French priva-
teering would continue on the sea until the United States
presented a united fronf against such action.lu

When Murray took over his post as Minister Resident
from John Quincy Adams, he faced many problems. The most
important of these was the maintenance of amicable relations
between the United States and the Batavian Republic. Since
Batavia was in the French orblit, the problem was not a small
one., Secretary of State Timothy Pilckering had instructed

1charles Francis Adams (ed.), Memoirs of John Quincy
Ad&ms, I’ 192. ) -

luMurray to James McHenry, June 22, 1797, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress.
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Murray to strive to preserve the close relationship which
had always exlisted between the two natlions. Pickering
warned Murréy that he nust "embrace every occaslon to give
to the Batavian Republic proofs of our sincere good will”.15
Shortly after his arrival Murray felt he was becoming closely
assoclated with the Batavian political circles, especlally
those close to the Directory.16 It vas this close relation-
ship with the government which was of great service in 1798
when peace overtures were sent to the United States through
the U. S. Minister at the Hague.

One immediate problem arose as a result of the publi-
cation of a letter which John Quincy Adams had written to
Pickering on November 4, 1796. In this letter, Adams had
stated that while the Batavian government was cordially in
favor of the neutral policles of the United States, they
could not express an opinion which showed disagreement with
the policies of France.17 The letter was immediately mis-
construed by certaln Batavian officials who felt that Adams

1l
5Timothy Pickering to Murray, April 6, 1797, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters”, p. 352.

15
Murray to James McHenry, July 18, 1797, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress,

17Ford (ed.), Writings of John Quincy Adams, II,

35-40.
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had implied that Batavia was but a province of France. As a
result, shortly after Murray assumed his duties, he found
himself in a delicate position with the officlals of the
government. One of these was Jacob G. H. Hahn, who quickly
launched an attack upon Adams, declaring that he would have
been forced to leave the country if Murray had not succeeded
him when he did.18 Murray relayed this attack to Adams in
Berlin and Adams replied telling how his letter had been
proumpted by & letter from Hahn which was insulting to the
United States.l9 While thils exchange of letters was taking
place, the Batavian government sent orders to their minister
in Philadelphia, asking him to make an official complaint.
The matter closed "without bloodshed and but 1little of ink-
shed".ao Adams and Murray did not openly clash over the
impropriety of the former's action but Murray commented to
McHenry that if the United States wanted to have all of 1its
ministers ordered home, they should publish all of Adams'

21 :
dispatches.

T .
8Murray to John Quincy Adams, October 1, 1797, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", p. 36l4.

19Ford (ed.), Writings of John Quincy Adams, II,
223-228. . —

20
Murray to John Quincy Adams, November 4, 1797, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 369.

21
Murray to James McHenry, October 13, 1797, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress.
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In addition to the difficulties inherited from his
predecessor, Murray had many problems of his own while in the
Hague. He was constantly in communication with the State
Department about various aspects of the domestic politics of
the Batavian government. One of the most important of these
subjects was the series of revolutions during 1798. These
uprisings kept the Hague in a constant state of upheaval and
Murray often found he had new officlals wlth which to deal.
Murray also kept John Quincy Adams informed on the progress
of these uprisings which were largely inspired by the excesses

22

of French rule. He also kept Sylvanus Bourne, United States
Consul at Amsterdam, informed as to the events in the H’B.gue.23
Murray showed great sﬁmpathy to the faction which favored
an independent Holland. He and Rufus King, the Unlted States
minister to Great Britain, carried on extensive correspondsence
concerning the Dutch patriots. In the spring of 1798, Murray
told King that the Dutch would welcome Britlish aid to help
produce a counter-revolution. Although negotiations continued
until November, they falled because Grenville would offer no

ald except on the basls of a restoratlion of the Prince of Orange.zu

2QMu:r'r-aa.y to John Quincy Adams, January 22, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", pp. 371-377.

23Murray to Sylvanus Bourne, January 23, 1798, Murray
Papers, Library of Congress.

24pradrord Perkins, The First Rapprochement (Philadelrhia:
University of Pennsylvanla Préss, 1955), p. 109.




When an uprising took place in January 1798, & group of

moderates was overthrown and replaced by a Directory modeled
along French 11nes.25 This revolution was reasonably quiet;
Murray said his halrdresser was the only agltated person he
had seen.26 Such apathy toward a curtailment of personal
freedom was largely because the people feared reprisals from
the French government. The group which took power in January
remained in office until June 12, 1798. On that date another
revolution took place. This time the people were joyous and
excited.27 The new goverrrient was composed of men that Murray
felt were sensible and moderate.28 After this time, he had
an easler road in his negotiations with the government. It
vas his opinion that the government would remain in power 1if
questions of party loyalty and political theory were not
discussed, and 1f the suppression of the French Jacobins

29

continued.

25Murray to John Quincy Adams, January 22, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 372.

6
"Commonplace” book, January 23, 1798, Murray Papers,
Iibrary of Congress.

2
7Ibid., June 12, 1798, Murray Papers, Library of
Congress.

28Murray to Sylvanus Bourne, June 13, 1798, Murray

Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, Library of Congress.

2
9"Commonplace" book, June 12, 1798, Murray Papers,
Iibrary of Congress,
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As a diplomat, Murray seems to have been pleasing to
his own government. John Adams and George Washington were
high in their opinions of him.30 James McHenry and John Quincy
Adams were in constant private correspondence with him. Murmy,
however, did take certain action which drew rebukes from
Timothy Pickering, who was slowly becoming more and more
opposed to John Adams. One rebuke came in 1798. When the
government was organized fol}owing the January revolutioh,
Murray, along with the remainder of the diplomatic corps, was
invited to mest the new government. He expected protocol to
be followed and prepared a speech which he intended to deliver
to the President of the Assembly 1n reply to the latter's
expected greeting. However, no mention was made of the United
States. Murray felt this was a deliberate omlssion on the
part of the Batavian government so he wrote a lengthy protest
to 1ts foreign minister. When Timothy Pickering received a
copy of the letter, he was outraged at Murray's attitude toward
France. He severely rebuked Murray in a letter which surely

must rank as a masterplece of diplomatic 1nvective.31 He

0
> Washington's nomination of Murray for the post at
the Hague was evidence of his esteem for Murray. John Adams,
in his Works, IX, 249, expressed a high opinion of Murray's
ability.
1
2 Pickering to Murray, April 21, 1798, in Ford (ed.),
"Murray Letters", pp. 397-399.
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attacked, in a scathing fashion, not only Murray's motivation
in writing the letter but also his overconclliatory phraseology
and his want of discretion. Pickering wished to believe that
the omission was merely another example of French attitude
toward the United States. Aside from Pickering's denunciation
of his action, John Quincy Adams felt that Murray had answerda
something which was unstated. He sald that "we are not bound
to utter what we think, but was are to think what we utter".32
In a letter of June 23, 1798, to Pickering, Murray terminated
the exchange by pointing out the honorable Secretary's own
conciliatory tone in letters to France concerning the Gerry-
Pinckney mission.33 ’

Bartholemew Dandridge, Murray's secretary in the Hagus,
had been taken upon request of George Wgshington. He remained
in this ﬁosition until September 21, 1798, when he went to
London to serve under Rufus King.34 Dandridge had found the
climate in the Hague disagreeable and had wanted a transfer
for that reason. Rufus King asked Murray for his opinion on
Dandridge's capabilities and then decided to accept him.35

2
3 ohn Quincy Adams to Murray, July 3, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), Writings of John Quincy Adams, If, 331.
33Murray to Timothy Pickering, June 23, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", pp. 421-422.

3z‘l“!urrte.;gr to John Quincy Adams, September 6, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", p. 467.

35Rufua King to Murray, August 15, 1798; September 17,
1798, Murray Papers, Library of Congress.
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At the same time, Murray recommended Dandridge to James
McHenry for a commisslon in the Army. This appointment
was approved 1n December 1798.36 John McHenry was Dandridge's
successor as Murray's secretary. James Cole Mountflorence,
formerly an aide to Colonel C. C. Pinckney, served as an
interim secretary for a perlod of three months.37 Young
McHenry was delayed and did not reach Hamburg until April 22,
1799.38 James McHenry was worried that his nephew's delay
would inconvenlence Murray but evidently it did not.39

On May 31, 1797, John Adams, as President of the Unlted
States, submitted to Congress the names of Charles Cotesworth
Pinckney, John Marshall, and Elbridge QGerry as cormissioners
to France. These nominatlions were of cornsiderable interest
to Murray, and, even though he was not officially a member of
the group, his role was by no means negligible. Elbridge
Gerry spent two days with Murray at the Hague before going on

30 '
Murray to James McHenry, August 30, 1798, McHenry
Papers, Library of Congress. ' :

37John C. Fitzpatrick (ed.) Writings of Washington,
XXXVII, 71-72. J. C. Mountflorence was a ?renchman wno
vas prominent in North Carolina during the Revolution. He
served as European agent for the Blount famlly. Ses Alice
Barnwell Keith (ed.), "Letters of James Cole gountflorence"
North Carolina Historical Review, XIV (1937), 252.

38Murray to John Quincy Adams, September 28, 1798,
in Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 477.

33 Jemes McHenry to John McHenry, July 1, 1799, McHenry
Papers, Maryland Historical Soclety.
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4
to Parlis late in Septembsr 1797. 0 On October 9, 1797, QGerry
relayed to Murray the news that the commissioners had presented

their credentlals to Talleyrand, Minister of Forelgn Affairs.ul

Two weeks later John Marshall, whom Murray greatly :;uim:\.red,'u2
informed him of their failure to be r*eceflved.u3 About this
time, a dispute developed between the commissioners over leaw
ing France. Marshall and Pinckney wanted to leave early in
March 1798, while Gerry wished to remain. After they were

not received, Pickering wrote to Murray asking him to see that
the commissioners left France as soon as posslble so that the
XYZ dispatches could be published.uu Marshall left for Bérdeaux
on April 16, 1793, while Pinckney went to southern France two
days later. Gerry alone remalned in Paris., During this

time he wrote several letters to Murray explaining that he

stayed in Paris in order to avold an open break with France.

ko
Murray to John Quincy Adams, October 1, 1797, in

Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters”, p. 361.
4

1
Elbrldge Ger?X to Murray, October 9, 1797, Murray
Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, lLibrary of Congress.

42
Murray to John Quincy Adams, February 20, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "™™urray letters", p. 379. Murray said, "I consider
Marshall as one of the most powerful reasoners I ever met
with either in public or in print."

uBMurray "Commonplace"” book, October 25, 1797, in
Murray Eﬁpers, fdbrary of Congress. -

Timothy Pickering to Murray, March 28, 1798, Elbridge
Qerry Papers, Accession 6167, Library of Congress.
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Gerry said that his own personal gain did not influence his

45, Murray had previously expressed con-

decision to remain.
fidence in Marshall, but it is evident that he did not hold
Gerry in high esteem as a diplomat. He said, "I know him

well. I know he haz a kind and friendly disposition. He is,
however, a minority man. He mistakes common things perpetuslly,
and has a costlve way of higgling betwsen two ldeas and even
synonimous words that forbode feebleness of conception, dlgest-
ion and powers."46 Murray added, with obvious disapproval,

that Gerry's companions included a Mr. Codman, Nathaniel
Cutting, U. 8. consul at Paris, "who reviles government",

and "dear, amiable, sweet, and clean Tom Pa:i.ne".l‘7 th.Murray
seemed to plty Gerry. He even thought that the United States
government knew that Gerry would stay in Paris,48 for he felt
that the French would yield to bargaining. He did not, like
many others of his pa»ty, abhor the French, although he thought
the politices of their government were wrong. When Gerry

45E1br1dge Gerry to Murray, April 23, 1798, June 5,
1798, July 16, 1798, Elbridge Gerry letterbook, 1797-1800,
Gerry Papers, Library of Congress.

46
Murray to John Quincy Adams, April 27, 1798, in

Ford (ed.), "Murray letters,” p. 402.

4

"7Murray to John Quincy Adams, June 5, 1798, in Ford
(ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 414.

_48Murra to Sylvanus Bourne, May 21, 1798, Murray

Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, ﬁibrary of Congress.
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finally did leave France in August 1798, Murray might have

thouzht that his problems were ended but new ones were soon
to emerge,

Early in August 1798, Murray received information from
a source in Hemburg to the effect that an Amerlcan whoss
name was supposed to be Droghan had landed and was on hls way
to Parls to offer his service as a mediator in the Franco-
American dispute. Murray told John Quincy Adams that if he
had one hundred guineas he would be able to ascertain the
correct i1dentity of the man and his plans because he felt
such 1nformation was a salable commodity.49 On Auwgust 5, the
man was correctly 1dentified as Dr. George Logan of Phila-
delphia.50 Logan was an ardent anti-federalist and disciple
of Thomas Jefferson. Murray immediately wrote to Pickerinz
about the event, describing how Dr. Logan was bearing a pass-
port signed by Jefferson and Judge Thomas McKean.51 He then
decided to visit Dr. Logan in Rotterdam.52 In the company eof
Mountflorence, he vislted Rotterdam where he searched all

the taverns and lodging places without finding the physician.

m
9Murray to John Quincy Adams, August 2, 17¢8, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", p. 444,

[ ~4

““See Deborah Norris Logan, Memoirs of Dr. Gegrse Losm.
%5D§§entgn (Priledelphia: The Historical Society ¢f Pernxylvania,

.\9
51

Murray to Timothy Pickering, August 7, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 450.

52Although Murray and Logan did not meet in Furope,
Logan reported to Washington that he had visited with Mr.
Murray. See Fitzpatrick (ed.) Writings, XXXVII, 18.
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After frultless appeals to the sheriff and the president of
the council in Rotterdam, Murray returned to the Hague.s3
Murray then declded to have Logan arrested and entered a
formal request on August 10, 1798.54 News evidently reached
Dr. Logan that he faced arrest and he left for France. As
a result, the order for the arrest was withdrawn, although
the sheriff in Rotterdam continued his search.?? Murray had
hoped by arresting Logan to ruin what he belleved was a
Republican peace mission. It was a dangerous move as Murray
well recognized,56 but it could have resulted in some excellent
Federalist propaganda. Murray's intervention, however, availled
him nothing. ILilkewise Dr. Logan's mission was unsuccessful
and he was subsequently disavowed by Thomas Jefferson.57

American diplomats in eighteenth-century BEurope were

constantly warning one another about perséé?whose character

53"Commonplace" book, August 10, 1798, Murray Papers,
Iibrary of Congress.

y
5 Murray to Citizen Goguel, August 10, 1798, Murray
Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, Library of Congress.
55J. Hubert to Murriz, August 11, 1798, Murray Papers,
Miscellaneous Accessions, brary of Congress.
56Murray to John Quincy Adams, August 14, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", p. 456.

57Paul Leicester Ford (ed.), The Works of Thomas
Jefferson, 12 -volumes. (New York: G.” P, Putnam's Sons, 1904-

b4 » .
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and purpose were doubtful. One of these was John Skey Eustacs,
former aide of the controversial Revolutionary general, Charles
Lee.58 In early 1798, he had been ordered to leave England
and he chose to go to Batavia. Rufus King warned Murray that
BEustace was not a sultable companion for either of them, being
more sultable for James Monroe.59 The advice was not wasted,
but Murray felt that he could perhaps learn from Eustace some-
thing of the secrets of the American Jacobins in France so he
dined with him in Rotterdam.60 He also thought that he could
perhaps influence Eustace in favor of the United States, This
action, as Timothy Pickering expressed it, was an effort to
reform Eustace based on Murray's good judgment and Christian
temper and not on the doubtfulness of effect.61 Eustace then
left the Batavlian Republic and went to the United States where
he wrote a serles of articles designed@ to embarrass Monroe.
Along with Gerry and Logan, Eustace had done much to harass
Murray in 1798.

£3
. 7°J. R. Alden, Qeneral Charles lee, (Baton Rouge:
Louisiana State UniversIty Press, 135l1), p. 285.
59Rufus King to Murray, March 31, 1798, Murray Papers,
Library of Congress. Monroe's book on his diplomacy in
France had been published in December 1797, and Eustace was
mentioned as an acquaintance.

60
. Murray to Pickering, March 8, 1798, in Ford (ed.),
Marray Letters", pp. 382-383.

1
Pickering to Murray, May 28, 1798, in Ford (ed.
"Murray Letters", p. 383. » TRY S5 ! (ed.),
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' On-the-spot observers have usually felt they possessed
8 clearer sense of historical perspective than those further
removed. Murray found himself in this situation all during
his service at the Hague. Hs was always hopeful that mediation
could settle the disputes between France and his own country,
but he often became discouraged at the attitude of his govern-
ment. He particularly deplored the inactivity of Congress in
seeking to avold a rupture with France.62 His sensitivity
over an aimless Federallst foreign policy made it necessary
for him to stall for time when questioned.63 In the spring of
1798, he told Bourne that war was bound to result unless a
settlement took place 1mmedlately. He further stated that
ships and money should have been voted four years previously.6u
Murray probably failled to realize that the reason Congress
was so lethargic was because of extremely partisan politics.
Murray himself had been very partisan in his service in
the House just two years earlier. This partisanship, along
with a justified distrust of France, made it difficult for
the United States to maintain a concrete foreign policy

which would have satisfle? its forelgn representatives.

62Murray to James McHenry, August 11, 1797, McHenry

Papers, Library of Congress.
631b1d.

64
Murray to Sylvanus Bourne, May 26, 1798, Murray
Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, ﬁdbrary of Congress.
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A voluminous correspondence of consliderable importance
on affairs and events in the United States took place among
many Americans in Europe like King, Murray, Adams, and Bourns.
News like the attempted expulsion of Matthew Lyon for spitting
at Roger Griswold offered sufficlent excuse for long letters.65
Murray carried on an extensive correspondence with Oliver Wol-
cott, Secretar& of the Treasury, concerning loans outstanding
in Hblland.66 In the summer of 1798,'William Loughton Smith,
pamphleteer and United States minister to Portugal, wanted to
exchange ciphers with Murray but felt the risk was too great.
He was of the opinion that the domestic crisis in.the Uhited‘
States had passed but that "constant exertion would be essen-
tial to keep all going well".67 Joseph Pitcairn felt that
the United States Army under Washington could far outweigh the
Jacobin Club of_France.68 Charles Cotesworth Pinckney sent

Murray and his wife greetings from Colonel Trumbull along with

65
“Rufus King to Murray, April 17, 1798, Murray Papers,
Iletter Folio, 1784-1801, Library of Congress.

66011ver Wolcott to Murray, May 11, 1798, Murray
Papers,éLetter Folio, 1784-1801, Library of Congress.

7W'illiam loughton Smith to Murray, August 15, 1798,

Murray Papers, letter Follo, 1784-1801, Library of Congress.
65

Joseph Pitcairn to Murray, August 28, 1798

Murray Papers, letter Folio, 175421805§u11bra§y of 6ongress.
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new additions for the cipher list.69 In June 1799, writing to
Rufus King, Murray said that because some people in the Unlted
States strongly desired war with France, the Federalist party
was being weakened. He felt that the party needed to take a
positive stand in order to prevent accusations of treason.70 _
News of soclal events 1n the United States was related in
correspondence between Murray and Richard Bond of Philadelphia.7l
Perhaps the most extensive correspondence on affairs in the
United States took place between Murray and John Quincy Adams.
Both men were ardent correspondents and their exchange of
letters 1s not only lnteresting but necessary to an understand-
ing of both men. Wide ranging and pungent, their letters
are today prime examples of the correspondence carried on by
diplomats of the eighteenth and early nineteenth century.

Aslde from his concern with domestic politics in
Batavia, the United States Minigter vas constantly troubled
with problems arising from the quasi-war with France. The

twvo maln theatres of action during this dispute were in

6
9Charles Cotesworth Pinckney to Murray, September 19,

1797, Murray Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, Library of
Congress.

()
7 Murray to Rufus King, June 17, 1799, Murray Papers,

Miscellansous Accessions, Library of Congress.

1
T Richard Bond to Murray, May 22, 1800, Murray Papers,
Miscellaneous Accessions, Library of Congress.
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diplomatic affalrs and in naval affairs. Murray's greatest
concern was with the diplomatic problems of the dispute which
related to Batavia, but because many of the diplomatic prob-
lems came about as a result of the French naval policy, he was
also concerned with that theatre of operations.

Perhaps the most important naval case with which Murray
cealt was that of the Wilmington Packet. Although it did

not arise as a result of the quasi-war, being instead a pro-
duct of the dispute between France and Holland, it did involve
an American ship. The case was also a violation of the Dutch-
American treaty of 1782. The dispute arose on September &,
1793, when the Wilmington Packet was captured near the 1island

of Nevlis, by the armed schooner Elinda flying the Netherlands
72

flag. =~ After a public hearing in Charleston, South Carolina,

the papers, along with vague and indefinite instructions,
were turned over to John Quincy Adams, then at the H;ague.73
Adsms cautlously presented a memorial to the President of

the Estates-General in December 1794, but it was not accepted

until 1t had been translated from English to French.74 This

72H!untar Miller (ed.), Treaties and Other International
Acts of the United States of América, 8 volumes. (wachington:
UnIted 3tates Government Printing Uffice, 1931-1947.), V, 107.

7>

Ibid., p. 1082.
74Samuel Flagg Bemis, John Qui Adams and the Foundatlons
of American Forelgn Policy tNew YbrE K. K. Knopf', T9497, p. oF.
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memorial was answered in 1796, but changes in the Batavian
government prevented a settlement although Adams continued to
press for one. When Murray took over in 1797, he had planned
to reply immedlately concerning the case, He decided, howsever,
to walt for a time when the government would be more settled
so he allowed the case to rest until December 26, 1798, when
he sent a long and competent dissertation on the valldity of
the American claim to Maarten van der Goes, the Minister of
Foreign Relations.75 The memorial, whose length had caused
Murray much eyestrain while writing 1t,76 wvas submitted to the
Directory in February 1799. Murray had earlier commented to
Adams that because of so many changes 1in the Batavian govern-
ment, no one had any knowledge of the case.77 A note from
Murray insisting upon a reply brought an answer on September
¥, 1799.7
free ship, the Wilmington Packet could discharge her goods

The Directory accepted Murray's idea that as a

regardless of whether she possessed a sea letter.79 Dispute

75Miller (ed.), Treatles, V, 1085.

76Murray to John Quincy Adams, January 1, 1799, in

Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", p. 502.

TTMurray to John Quincy Adams, December 7, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters"”, p. 491.

T8y111er (ed.), Treaties, V, 1095.
T1p1a.
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continued on the actual basls of settlement until December 12,
1799, when Murray accepted a sum of twenty thousand florins.80

A case involving the American ship Farmer, commanded
by a Captain Macullen of Philadelphia, kept Murray busy for
some time, The ship which carried a valuable cargo of sugar
and coffee was captured by a one-gunned French ship six miles
off Helvoet. Murray immediately entered into a discussion of
the case with Willem Buys, an official in the Batavian govern-
ment.81 The shilp, aside from its cargo, carried dispatches to
Murray from the government in Philadelphia. For that reason,
Murray went to Rotterdam to ask for the return of his letters.
The consul of the French Coumissary of Marine refused to return
the letters. Murray was greatly dis;urbed by his treatment
at Rotterdam and he deplored the plundering of the merchant
vessels of the United States which was.taking place.82 later
Murray received notice that his mall had been opened and the

dispatches forwarded to Paris. He was powerless to take action

80Miller (ed.), Treaties, V, 1077-1078. Although this
note settled the case insolar as the United States and Batavia
were concerned, difficulties rewmained in distriduting the
money obtained in the settlement. Murray refused to take
the responaibility end not until May 15, 1813, was the cese
f%?allydclosed vhen a distribution of the money was finally
effected.

8
1Murray to John Quincy Adams, April 17, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 397.

82Murray to John Quincy Adams, April 24, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Ietters", p. 399.
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until the Farmer was cleared.83 In May, the vessel was con-
demmed by the French consul at Rotterdam.84

Early in 1799, an incident involving the brig Mary
out of Boston took place off the coast of Batavia.85 The vessel
was selzed on March 13, 1799, as she lay at anchor off the

Batavian gun battery on the shore.86

Actually the Mary, beiore
anchoring, had been engaged by a French privateer, so the
Batavian minister detained both ships until 1t could be
determined whether or not the battle took place on Batavian

territory or the high seas.87

Murray adroitly circumvented
this action by stating that the French privateer was not con-
cerned because the Mary was selzed by & captaln of the Batavian
shore battery. Murray assured Jacob Spoors, Minister of the
Batavian Marine, that Captain Hall had utmost respect for the
republic of Batavia and had merely been seeking refuge from

a French marauder.88 He also asked Spoors to permlt the Mary

8
3Murray to John Quincy Adams, May 14, 1798, in Ford

(ed.), "™urray Letters", p. 406.

84Murray to John Quincy Adams, June 1, 1798, in Ford
(ed.), "Murray Letters, p. 413,

85D. W. Knox (ed.), Naval Documents Related to the Quasi-
War between the United States and France, 7 volumes“TWBshington:
UnTted States Government Printing Ortice, 1935-1938), II, 173.

6
Murray to Jacob Spoors, March 14, 1799, in Kno:: (ed.)
Naval Documents, II, 452,

87Jacob Spoors to Murray, March 15, 1799, in Knox (ed.),
Naval Documents, II, 452. .

88
Murray to Jacob Spoors, March 18, 1799, in Knox (ed.),
Naval Documents, II, 453.
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to proceed to Rotterdam after giving security that she would
pay whatever penalty was deserved for a viclation of the
Batavian 1im1ts.89 The permission was granted and the case
was closed.90 In these dealings, as in all others with the
Batavian government, Murray felt that the Batavians were act-
ing as well as they could under the circumstances. According
to Murray, Spoors was an able official who was as friendly as
his position permitted.91

The problem of distressed American seamen in Europe’
during the quasi-war was another vital facet of the operations
of the Hague diplomatic outpost. There were several agents
for these seamen including Isaac Cox Barnet, United States
commercial agent at Bourdeaux, P. F. Doubree, United Statss
consul at Nantes, Ie Baron at Dleppe, Allbree at Brest,

Pinaud at Noirmoutier, and Vail at L'Orient.92 Since these
men were of subordinate rank, they had to clear their actions,

especlally in financial affairs, thrbugh Murray, Doubree, in

89Murray to Jacob Spoors, March 18, 1799, in Knox (ed ),
Navel Documents, II, 454-455,

90Jacob Spoors to Murray, March 22, 1799, in Knox (ed )s
Naval Documents, II, 455.

1
? Murray to John Quincy Adams, March 22, 1799, in Ford
(ed.), "Murray Letters", pp. 530-531.
92Doubree to Timothy Pickering, September 18, 1799, in
Knox (ed.), Neval Documents, IV, 205-206.
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1799, needed assistance on the disposition of captured ships
and he had been unable to find out from Murray what action
should be t.aken.93 Isaac Barnet was likewise dependent on
Murray's approval of his expenditures.gu

One last naval case which 1s of interest because of
i1ts owner's connection with Maryland is that of Jeremiah
Yellott's ship Mary. Yellott was an agent for the United
States Navy in Baltimore and helped to build and outflt many
ships during the 1790's.>” On the fourth of February, 1800,
the Mary, commanded by Isaac Philips, was captured by the
French privateer Renommee and carried to Curacao. Philips
then demanded return of the ship under Article two of the
Proclamation of the Intermediate Executive Power of the Batavian
Republic of 1798.96 Instead of returning the ship, the court
decreed sale of both vessel and cargo.97 When Murray, who

was in Pards, heard what had happened, he wrote a strongly

worded letter to the Batavian government demanding money on

931bid.

4
' 9 Pickering to Issac Cox Barnet, March 31, 1800, in
Knox (ed.), Naval Documents, V, 368-369.

95368 references to Yellott in Knox (ed.), Naval
Documents, II, IV, V.

96This article rendsered liable to restitution all
-captors of vessels bound between two Batavian or one
Batavian and one neutral port.

97John Marshall to Murray, June 16, 1800, in Knox (ed.),
Naval Documents, V, 189.
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behalf of the United States government.98 He also urged
Sylvanus Bourne to do whaﬁ he could in the matter.’?

These small cases which took so much of Murray's time
constituted the bulk of the sighteenth-century diplomat's
work, in much the same manner as todey. However, every
dedicated practictioner of the art of diplomacy earnestly
desires an opportunity to secure lasting glory and benefit .
for both himself and his county. For Willlam Vans Murray,
the summer of 1798 offered such an opportunity, for he was
to play an important role in the negotlatlions that settled
the exlsting disputes between his nation and the French
Republic.

o

2 Murray to the Batavian Executive Directory, September
éS, 1800, Murrey Papers, Miscellaneous Accessicns, Library of
ongress.

99Murray to Sylvanus Bourne, September 25, 1800, Murray

Papers, Library of Congress,.



CHAPTER IV

The summer of 1798 marked the end of a difficult
year for Murray at his post in the Hague. It would have been
a trying year even for a seasoned diplomat; for a newcomer
to the fleld of diplomacy 1t was especlally so. The problems
of the first year had been, however, routine in comparison
to those which the future would unfold. Soon Murray would
be called upon to make decisions which would affect not only
hls own future, but that of his fellow Americans as well.
Iouls André Pichon, in the summer of 1793, was a
young man slightly under thirty. A member of the French dip-
lomatic corps, he had served in the United States, as a
secretary to ministers Edmond Genét and Joseph Fauchet. Iate
in Juns, he was named to be secretary of the French legation
in the Hague.l To the casual observer of the European scene,
this appointment sppeared to be of no great significence.
The appointment was, in actuality, the beglinning of a care-
fully laid French plan to re-open negotiations with the
Unlted States. The cholce of Pichon was & good one since
he was widely experlenced in Ame:ican affairs, having been
closely connected with the American bureau of the French

government since his return from Philadelphia.

lMurray to John Quincz Adams, July 3, 1793, in Ford
(ed.), "Murray letters", p. 426.
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Pichon lost no time in beginning talks with Murray.
Some five days after he arrived in the Hague, Pichon had
already opened conversations with the American minister. The
latter felt that Pichon had been sent to impress him "douce-
ment" and to draw him into & discussion of the difficulties
" between the two countries.2 Murray demonsirated a célculated
reluctance iIn his dealings with Plchon and he was always
careful to let Pichon be responsible for each new move in
thelr diplomatic fencing game. He was especlally careful to
appear to Pichon to be wary of the peace overtures of France,
but he secretly favored any move which would help to avoid a
rupture between the two countrles. He thought that France
feared the United States in the summer of 1798 and was mersly
walting for a more opportune time tc create an open break

between the governm.ents.3

The move which Murray had secrotly
hoved that France would make came in a letter of August 29,
1798, from Talleyrand to Pichon, in which the French Foreign
Minister pralsed the character of Murray and expressed high
esteem for hls principles which Talleyrand.thought wvere quite

unlike most Americans.u

2
"Commonplace"™ book, June 27, 1798, Murray Papers,
Library of Congrsss.

3Ibid.

uAmerican State Papers, Class I, Forelgn Relations,
II, 241-25927
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This letter, which Pichon showed to Murray, enabled
the latter to make the step for which he had been waiting.
He forwarded it to President John Adams, thus disclosing the
first official indication of the French willingness to consider
a reneval of negotliations. The letter was no great shock to
Adams, for he had earllier received from Murray a communication
in which the latter described the private conversations which
he had held with Pichon.5

President Adams was not the only reciplent of news
from Murray about the sudden reversal in French policy toward
the United States. To Timothy Plickering, Murray disclosed the
nevw French attitude while assuring the Secretary of State
that any decision as to final action wou;d be a question for
the Secretary himself to decide.6 To John Quincy Adams, Murray
wrote lengthy letters explaining in detail his every move with
Pichon. The younger Adams even received copies of the
dispatches which Murray sent to the President.7 The President's
son favored the renewal of negotiations with France and he

wrote to Timothy Pickering urging that Murray be allowed to

5

Works of John Adams, VIII,

§Murray to Timothy Picker1n§, August 18, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", pp. 457-458. . :

' 7Murray to John Quincy Adams, September 6, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 465,
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continue his commnications with the French government.8
Rufus King, in London, also was informed, although 1n rather
indefinite terms, of the negotiations underway in the Hague.g

The negotiations continued when Murray, in September,
wrote to Pichon and outlined the steps that would be necessary
for an amicabls termination of the difficulties.lo It vas
Murrayt's hope that "important and mutually good consequences"
would be the end result of this letter.ll The outcome of this
correspondence which was a confidential discussion of the

previous conversations,12

vas Telleyrand's note of September
28, 1798, to Pichon which offered the assurances Murray had
been trying to obtain. Talleyrand praised Pichon's action 1n
the case and said that he was quite correct in entrusting

to Murray the confidence of the French government.l3 Talley-
rand felt i1t was his duty to point out the previous French
attitude which had met only rebuffs from the United States.

He also reminded Murray that the assurances in earlier letters,

8-
John Quincy Adams to Pickering, October 6, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), Writings of John Quincy Adams, I, 372-373. _
9
Murray to John Quincy Adams, September 6, 1798, iu
Ford (ed.), "g‘urmy letters”, p. 566, ’ !
10
Murray to Louils Pichon, September 23, 1795, Despatcles,
the Netherlands, volume four, private letters. Natlional Archives.
11
Ibid.
12
Murrey to John Quincy Adams, September 28, 1798, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", pp.'#?é-h?g. ’ ’

1l
3American State Papers, Class I, Foreign Relations,
II, 239.
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especially the letter of July 6, were quite as comprehensive
as those sent in the present communication. Murray later said
that one of the more difficult parts of his discussion with
Pichon had been trying to convince him that the earlier assur-
ances of French sincerity were not sufficlent for the govern-
ment of the United States to open negotiations.l4

With the dispatch to President Adams of October 7,
1798,15 Murray closed one chapter of his negotiations with
Frange. He had long been desirous of peace with the French
and he had welcomed the overtures made by Pichon. H!s maneu-
vers had been remarkably skillful, as he traversed the diplo-
matic maze separating the two countries., While secretly
anxious for a lessening of difficulties, he knew, as a diplo-
matic negotiator, that he must not seem overly concerned by
the breach which separated the countries. To outsiders Murray
had appeared almost indignant over the French advances, point-
ing out the past performances of that country in diplomatic
affairs. When Murray finally concluded the French advances
were sincere, he was quick to act in a manner which he thought
would be decidedly advantageous to the United States. In doing
8o he placed the responsibility for further exchangses completely

luMurray to John Quincy Adams, September 28, 1798,

in Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. brs.
150. F. Adams (ed.), Works of John Adams, VIII, 688-

690.
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in the hands of his government. There 1s no indication that

Murray acted with one eye cast on the rewards which he might
reap in the future.

The risk taken by Murray in holding private negotiations
with a representative of revolutionary France was & great one.
Although he did not imow 1t at the time, he soon learned of
the viclous attacks on Dr. George Logan as a result of the
latter's trip to France. Murray knew that Timothy Plckering
was strongly opposed to any further intercourse with France.
Federalist opinion in the United States strongly favored war
and the prospect of renewed negotiations with France was, as
Murray later found out, an anathema to party leaders. The
talks which Murray undertock were decidedly acts of personal
courage, the breadth of which would be more fully understood
as the spring of 1799 unfolded.

Murray's letter of October 7, 1798, reached John Adams
several weeks later.16 The President, his son John Quincy,
and Murray werse the only Amerlicans who knew of the letter and
its contents, at least for the time being. John Adems realized
the predicament in which the lettfis: placed him. It was not to
remain a predicament for long. His New England consclence

quickly settled for him any misgivings which he might have hai.

6The exact date of receipt from Murray is nct kuown,
but an interval of two to three months usually elapsed.
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Adams believed that the French overtures were sincere. He was
convinced that his previous action toward France had been
correct. Hs was not unaware of the internal dissension which
threatened to wreck his administration in 1799. He saw 1n
Murray's lstter a chance to win the long sought peace and to
expose to the glaring scrutiny of public opinion, the actions
of the Hamiltoniens who fefvently sought war with France.
Armed with assurances, not only from Murray, but also from
his son John Quincy, and from Richard Codman and Joel Barlow,17
the course was clearly marked for John Adams.18

In an act of unprecedented courage, the President, on
February 18, 1799, sent to the Senate of the United States a
message nominating Willlam Vans Murray as Minister Plenipotentiary
to France.lg Along with the nomination, which empowered Murray
to re-open diplomatic negotiations with France, Adams enclosed
the letter from Talleyrand to Pichon of September 28, 1798, in

order to acquaint members of the Senate with the action which

had transpired between the two countrles. Adams thought highly

170. F. Adams (ed.), Works of John Adams, IX, 242-244,

181t is interesting to note that Adams did not act
solely on the basis of Murray's note, nor did he act without
the knowledge of his own cabinet. When the Federalists
later had reason to cry that Adams had betrayed them, they
overlooked the fact that Adams had consulted with his Cabinet
as to the proper course of action, without being completely
specific as to the exact course he planned to follow.

19
1I, 239.

American 3tate Papers, Class I, Foreign Relations,
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of Murray and it was only natural that he should be nominated

to complete the exchanges with which he had been closely
assoclated. Adams said that Murray was a "gentleman of talents,
address, and literature, as well as of great worth and honor,
every way well qualified for the service, and fully adequate
to all that I should require of him".20 To those who would
have preferred Rufus King, a group which included King h:lmself',g1
Adams pointed out that Murray was closer to Paris, and that
King was serving as the United States minister to England, a
country at war with France.22 |

The announcement of , a new mission to France led to
bitter protests from the members of the Federalist party who
realized that peace with France would end their hopes for
continued political dominance. Although the leading men in
the party had been aware of the more lenient attitude of
France toward the United States, the nomination of Murray led
many Federalists to claim that they had had no indication that
the President was planning a renewal of the negotiations.
The Hamiltonian factlon of the Federalists supposed all such
efforts had been suspended by the fallure of the XYZ mission.

20
C. F. Adems (ed.), Works of John Adams, IX, 24G.

2
lCharles King (ed.), The Life and Correspondsnce of
Rufus Xing, 6 volumes. (New YOork: G. P. Futnam's gons, 1896-1900),
IIT, 2T,
22

C. F. Adams (ed.), Works of John Adams, IX, 249.
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Ieading men of beth parties had much to say about the nomination.
There was little opposition to the selection of Murray, but
considerable opposition to a new mission to a country which
had so recently rebuffed attempts at peace and impugned the
honor of the United States.

The most prominent citlzen of the United States, former
President George Washington, expressed complete surprise at
a renewal of negotiations. He was shocked that the actlon
wvas taken without direct assurances from France that the
conmissioners would be received.23 Vice Preslident Jefferson
was no doubt gratified that Adams had seen flt to renew the
peace offensive. He was amused at the Federalist chagrin
over the nomination and felt that French sincerity had been
completely vindicated.au Jefferson commented to Robert
Iivingston that since he was not in on thé juggle, he did not
know how 1t would be played off.25
Hamilton was furious over the action which Adams had taken.

Adams' arch rival Alexander

2
2Jorm E. Fitzgatrick (ed.), The Writings of George

Washington, XXXVII, lo.

2)*Jeff'erson to Madison, February 19, 1799, in P. L.
Ford (ed.), The Works of Thomas Jeffersons 12 volumes.
?

(New York: G, P. Putnau's Sons, 1308-1905), IX, 50-53.

2
5Jefferson to Livingston, February 23, 1799, Ibid.,

pp. 57-59.
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Hamilton sald that:

Overtures, so circuitous and informal, through a
person who was not the regular organ of fhe French
government for making them, to a person who was not
the regular organ of the American governmnent for
recelving them, might be a very fit mode of preparing
the way for the like overtures 1n a more authentlc
and obligatory shape. Yet upon thls loose and vague
foundation, Mr., Adams, precipltately nominated Mr.

Murray as Envoy to the French Republic without previous
consultation with any of his ministers., 26

John Jay expressed a wish that Murray could have been more
reserved 1n hils conversations with the French secretary.27
Timothy Pickering was, of course, outraged at the acticn of

President Adams, and the war-hungry Federalists gathered around
him to plan a counter-attack on their enemles who supperted

the nomination of Murray.28 Elbridge Gerry felt that John Adams
sent the new mission to France as a rebuke to Timothy Pickering

whose political views toward Frence opposed his own.29 James

McHenry was of the oplirion that the new mission was the result

26Henr C. lodge (ed.), The Works of Alexander Hamilton,
12 volumes. (New York: G. P. Putnam™s Sons, 1836, VI, J18-522.

2

7John Jay to Benjamin Goodhue, March 29, 1799, in
Henry P, Johnston (ed.), The Correspondence and Public Papers
of John Jay, 4 volumes. T{New York: 8 P. Putnam's Sor.s, 5575),
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Charles W. Uphan, Lifa of Timothy Plckering, 3 volunes.
(Boston: Little Brown, and Company, 1873), 11, 440. ’

2
9E1br1d e Gerry to Jefferson, January 20, 1801, in

W. C. Ford éed. , Some Letters of Elbridge Gerr¥ of Massachusetts,
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1784-1804. (Brooklym, New York: Ristorical Printing CIup,
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of Murray's "coaxing and wheedling for another experiment",>0
Albert Gallatin commented to his wife that "Murray, I guess,
wanted to make himself a greater man than he is by going to

France".31 Stephen Higginson felt that Adams' decision to

' was "an act of

send another mission to the "French tygars'
feeling, of passion, and not of judgment".32

The uproar which resulted from the nomination cf
Murray seemed to herald the end of the Federallist strangle
hold on political affairs in the United States. The resulting
dissension eventually wrecked the cebinet of Adams, led to
an open break with Hamilton, and contributed materlally to
the defeat of the party in 1800. By reopening negotiations,:
Adams had completely stripped the Federalists of any feasible
platform. They persisted in planning for war with France,
building ships and equipping soldlers. But Talleyrand's pen,

gulded in part by Murray, had defeated their plans.jj

3OJames McHenry to Pickering, February 23, 1£11, in
H, C. Lodge, Life and letters of Qecrge Cabot (Boston: Little,
Brown and Company, 1873), p. 205.

31
Albert Gallatin to his wife, March 1, 1799, in Henry
Adams, Lifse gﬁ,él%gr&,gallg;in (Philadelphia: J. B. Liprincott,
1879), pp. 227-228.

22

~ Stephen Higginson to Pickering, March 3, 1799, in
"letters of Stephen Higginson", Agggg% rt of the American
Historical Association for the Year 1 %. (Washingtcen: United
States Government Printing Office, 1897), I, 819-820.

33While this cannot be docemented positively, 1t is

evident from the correspondence of Murray, that much of what
vas embodied in Talleyrand's .letter of September 28, 1798,
was taken verbatim from letters which Murray had written to

Pichon.
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There was little doubt from the beginning that the
nomination of Murray would be defeated by the Senate unless
the mission was modified in some manner. When the initial
shock had passed, the Federalists named a committee of five to
meet with Adams in an effort to persuade him to change his
course of action.34 This group urged the President to name
at least two other men to the commission. Adams, who felt
from his own experience that one man could do a better job,
finally relented when he resllized that the only alternative
would be_a Senate refusal to accept Murray.?5 Therefore, on
February 25, 1799, he sent to the Senate the names of two
additional men to serve with Murray &s commissioners. Adams
stipulated that the envoys were not to leave until full assurance
had been received from the French government that they would
be recelved.

Adams chose men of proven party loyalty, Patrick Henry
of Virginia, and Oliver Ellsworth of Connecticut. Henry,
a former revolutionary turned conservative, now old and in

poor health, refused to undertake the mission.37 As a substitute,

34This committe consisted of Theodore Sedgwick of
Massachusetts, Richard Stockton of New Jersey, Jacob Read of
South Carolina, and William Bingham and James Ross from
Pennsylvania.

35C. F., Adams (ed.), Works of John Adams, IX, 249-250.
o0 36Amer1can State Papers, Class I, Foreign Relations, II,
37

Ibid., 241.
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the President named William Richardon Davie, Governor of North
Carolina., Davie had long been active in the political affairs
of the North Carolina Federalist§.38 Oliver Ellsworth, Chief
Justice of the Unlted States, the other commissioner, was a
widely respected Federalist spokesman. Both he and Davie were
mildly opposed to the mission to France. Davie said that
though the "appointmen£ as envoy 1s highly favorable to me,
the unknown situation of the government to which we are
addressed casts the reputation of those concerned iIn it entire-
1y upon chance".39 Pickering hoped to use Ellsworth to
influence the President against the mission but evidently the
Chief Justice refused to co-operate.uo later Pickering
confessed to Cabot that although he had thought of urging
Ellsworth to refuse to go to France, the alternative would
probably have been the appointment of Burr or Madison in his

place.ul

38J. G. de Roulhac Hemilton, Willlam Richardsm Davie:

a Memoir (James Sprunt Studles, No. 7, Chapel HIII: UnIversity
of North Carolina Press, 1907), p. 18.

3gDavie to James Iredell, September 18, 1799, in

Grifith J. McRee, Lif's and Correspondence of James Iredell,
2 volumgs. (New York: Peter Smith, 19597, II, Hof.
10
Pickering to George Cabot, In H. C. lodge, Life
and Letters of George Cabot (Boston: Little, Brown and Company,

’ Pe. 2 ;7.
Pickering to George Cabot, Octobsr 22, 1799, Ibid.,

p. 248.
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The Federalists, who were surprised when Adams added
two names to the commission, were not willing to let the
envoys leave for France without further attempts to block
the President's plans. Pickering, in his letter of commission
to Murray on March 6, 1799, ordered him to have no further
conversations with the French government.u2 Talleyrand, on
May 5, 1799, sent Murray assurances that the envoys would be
received in accordance with Adams' request for concrete proof
of French int‘.em;.'tons;.)43 Murray then informed Pickering that
the assurances had been recelved, but the latter delayed until
Adams ordered Ellsworth and Davie to leave for France.uu

Ellsworth and Davie reached Newport, Rhode Island, on
the last day of October, 1799.45 At twelve o'clock on Novem-
ber 3, 1799, they salled aboard the ship of war United States

on their way to France.46 On November 27, the envoys reached
Iisbon, Portugal. Because of the changes which had occurred
in the French government with the overthrow of the Directory
earlier in the month, the commissioners decided to sail to

42
American State Papers, Class I, Foreign Relatlons,
II, 243,
43
Ibid.

440. F. Adams (ed.), Works of John Adams, IX, 255.

4
_ 5Envoys to Pickering, November 1, 1799, in Knox (ed.),
Naval Documents, IV, 346.

46
Gibbs and Channing, Navy Agents, Newport, Rhode Island,
to Benjamin Stoddert, November 3, 1799, in Knox, (ed. ’

Naval Documents, IV, 500.
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Holland in order to confer with Murray.47 They salled from
the Tagus River, where they had been anchored, in an effort
to reach some port in Bblland.nB. The extremely rough seas in
the Bay of Biscay made a planned landing at L'Orient, a port
in the French province of Brittany, impossible, so on January
21, 1800, they landed at Corunna, a small village on the north-
west coast of Spain.49

While Davie and Ellsworth had been enduring the
‘uncertainties of an ocean voyage through stormy weather, Murray
had been preparing to leave the Hague. News that the other
envoys had landed reached him late in January, when he received
a letter from Talleyrand enclosing his passport.SO Murray
had been busy packing his furniture, books, and personal
papers,51 and as soon a3 he received hls passport from Talley-
rand, he asked for an audlence with Maarten van der Goes,

Minister of Exterior Relations of the Batavian Republic in

4
7Envoys to Pickering, December 7, 1799, in Knox (ed.),
Naval Documents, IV, 500,

48Thomas Bulkeley, U.S. Consul, ILisbon, Periugal, to

Captain John Barry, U.S.N., December 18, 1799, in Knox (ed.),
Naval Documents, IV, 553-554,

4
9Envoys to Pickering, February 10, 1800, In Knox (ed.),
Naval Documents, V, 205-2065.

50Ta11eyrand to Mufray, Jamuary 30, 18097, ir American
State Papers, Class I, Forelgn Relations, II, 308.

1
5 Murray to J. Q. Adams, February 14, 1800, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters™, pp. 641-542,
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Talleyrand asking for an officlal audience. In a reply 1lssued
the same day, Talleyrand informed the Americans that they
would be received at 12:30 p. m. on the following daj.55 At
this conference 1t was decided thgt the envoys would meet
with Napoleon Bonaparte, First Consul of France, on March 17,
in the Hall of Ambassadors in the Tuileries.56 Following this
meeting, several delays took place. Joseph Bonaparte, brother
of the First Consul and & member of the French commissiloners,
was 111 for some time, postponing the opening of negotiations.57
The original 1nstruc£ions of the French commissioners, who
included besides Bonaparte, Charles Pierre Claret Fleurieu,
and Pierre Louls Roederer, suggested negotiations on "the
differences raised between the two states".58 This was not
suitable to the American ministers who wished to conclude a
treaty, so on April 5, Napoleon Bonaparte issued a decree
which enabled his ministers to treat "everything which touches
these differences as well as to sign and conclude, in the name
of the Republic, everything which appears necessary to the
perfect re-establishment of good relations".59 During April

55American State Papers, Class I, Foreign Relations,
II, 309.

56Ibid.

57Ib:ld., . 310,

58E. Wilson Lyons, "The Franco-American Convention of
1800", Journal of Modern History, XXI, (1940), p. 312.

114,
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order to request a temporary leave from his duties.52 This |
audience was on February 14, and three days later Murray and
hls wife set out for Parls. Owing to severe weather conditions
and a short i1llness of his wife, they did not reach Paris
until March 1, 1800. On the following day, Davie and Ellsworth
joined them in the "City of Light".

The commissioners were anxious to begin thelir work
as soon as possible. Ellsworth and Davie had spent much
rore time than they had expected in reaching Paris. Officialé
in the United States did not expect the negotlations to re-
quire much time because early in April, Pickering dispatched
the ship Portsmouth, to Havre de QGrace in order to awalt the

envoys' return trip to the United States. Plckering's order
aroused interest among several "republicans" who speculated
over the purpose of the voya.ge.53 Fortunately, Pickering
had included instrﬁctions to send the ship back to the United
States 1n case the conferences were not completed when 1t
arrived.54

. Prom the beginning, however, 1t appeared that the
negotiations would not be expedited as quickly as had been
hoped. On March 3, 1800, the commissioners sent & note to

2
5 Murray to Van der Goes, February 10, 1800 in American
State Papers, Class I, Forelgn Relations, II, 309.

53Thomas Jefferson to Thomas Mann Randolph, April 4,
1800, Collections of the Massachusetts Historical Scciety,
Seventh Serfes, I, (1900), 74.

Y
5 Picker1Q§ to Envoys, April 9, 1800, in Knox,
Naval Documents, V, 399.
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and May, negotiations vere at a standstill because Talleyrand

was 111 and because the First Consul was absent from Paris,

On May 17, the envoys reported to Plckering that the success
of their mission was stlll very much in doubt.éo This feel-
ing of doubt became even more evident during June and July as
the commisslioners spent days in discussions which resulted in
an opsn rupture on September 12, 1800.61 This break came over
the refusal of Joseph Bonaparte to accept any modifications of
the treaty of 1778 and at the same time allow indemmities to
American citlzens for losses sustained at the hands of French
vessels and agents.62 The American commissioners, who anxious-
ly hoped to conclude some type of agreement with France, then
proposed & temporary settlement that would restore normal
political and commercial relations between the two countries.
The French accepted this proposal after some discussion over
the name of the document. The Americans steadfastly refused
to consent to any title except that of conventlon. The docu-
ment, prepared in French and English, vas signed on October 1,
1800, at the Maison des Oiseaux, Rue de Sevres, the lodging

of Davie and Ellsworth.63 The celebration of the signing took

60Envoys to Pickering, May 17, 1800, in American State
Papers, Class I, Forelgn Relations, II, 325.

611b1d., 338,

2
6 E. Wilson Lyon, "The Franco-American Convention of

1800", Journal of Modern History, XII, (1940), 305-333.
631b1d., P. 325.
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place the same evening at Mortfontaine, the country estate
of Joseph Bonaparte.64 At the fete held there Talleyrand
praised the convention as a "monument of justice, liberality,
and commonsense”.65

. Talleyrand's characterization of the conventlon was
quite accurate. The convention suspended the operation of
previous treaties between the two countrles and allowed the
question of indemnities to remain open until such time as
the countries would be able to resume discussions with "less
embarrassmsnt".66 It also provided for the restoration of
naval vessels captured by either country, arranged for pay-
ment of debts due in each country, called for a continuation
of the doctrine of "free ships, free goods", and furthered the
doctrine of free convoys.67 It embodled much more than elther

country had expected 1t tc, and 1t generally conformed to

64This fete was written up in detall b{ Murrqg and
ished by

portions of his notes relating to it were pub the
éﬁgréggn Antiquarian Society iIn their Proceedings, XII, (1899),

6
5E. Wilson Lyons, "The Franco-American Convention of
1800", Journal of Modern History, XII, (1940), 326.
6f
“Ralston Hayden, The Senate and Treatles, 1789-15817.
(New York: Macmillan Company, 1920, B. 1I7.
6
7E. Wilson Lyons, "The Franco-American Convention of
1800", Journal of Modern History, XII, (1940), 324-325,
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Pickering's original instructions.68 It 414 not settle,
however, two important questions. It failled to provide for
abrogation of the earlier treaties, and did not offer any
solution to the problem of lndemnitles.

The signing of the convention on September 30, 1800,
did not mark the end of the work for the American envoys,
although Davie and Ellsworth left Paris soon after the gala
fete of Mortfontaine. The detalls of the convehtion reached
the United States on November 8, 1800,69 and opposition from
the Hamiltonian faction of the party began to develop almost
imediately.

This opposition and dissension were not the first to
affect the treaty. Contrary to the generally accepted opinlon
concerning the relations among the American envoys, co-operation
was not the watchword cf thelr relationship while in Parils.
Ellsworth and Davie viewed Murray, as chief of the commission,
with a jaundiced eye. They had not been too anxious to under-
take such a mission and then association with Murray, whom
many Federalists felt had betrayed the party, was not conducive
to close co-operation. Murray, for his part, was young, not

nearly as well known as elther Ellsworth and Davie, and he was

undoubtedly awed by the enormity of the undertaking for which

681bid.

69Murray, "Green" book, p. 174, in the Murray Papers,
Library of Congress.
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he was responsible.7o Murray confessed in his dilary that
Ellsworth and Davie "were men of sense but somewhat rude and
raw. They thought lightly of me clearly, and I had toq nuch
pride to please them". He believed "they were ignorant of
the world, its manners, and were too conceited, particularly
Davie, to borrow any ideas from me. As to Mr. Elisvorth, he
thought of lilttle but the logic of the point, as if logic
had anything to do in the courts of Europe".71

With personsl differences left behind in Paris, and
with the Conventlon dispute in the United States removed by
several thousand miles, Murray and his wife were happy to
return to the Hsgue on October 26, 1800.7° Their stay in
Paris had been marked by pleasant moments such as the wesk
spent at Versailles in.June,73but generally it was, as Murray
described it, "a voyage through fog, with the port reached at

4
last".7 The Murrays had given up their lodgings and sold

0
: T Muzey to John Quincy Adams, February 17, 1800, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters:, p. 643.

71Murray, "Green” book, p. 178, in the Murray Papers,
library of Congress. There is no indfcation of a date on
these comments.

T2

Murray to John Quincy Adams, November 7, 1800, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters", p. 660. ’ ’
73Murray, "Green' book, p. 141, in the Murray Papers,
Iibrary of Congress.

4
T Murray tc John Quincy Adams, November 7, 1800, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray letters”, p. 659.
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their furniture when they left for Paris because he feared
that i1t might be necessary for him to leave ths country if
negotiations failed. So upon their return to the Hague, they
took up temporary lodgings which served them until they left
for the United States in the fall of 1801.

Meanwhile the Convention had contlnued to receive a
cold reception in the United States. First submitted to
the Senate by Adams on December 16, it had been refused.
Davie did not reach the country until December 1800, and
Ellsworth, suffering from a combination of the gout and the
gravel, spent the winter 1in Ehgland.75 Murray felt that the
treaty would have been better received if Ellsworth had been
in the United States to defend it from attack. This was also
the opinion of Pichon, who, for services well rendered, had
recelved the post of consul-general in the United States,
succeeding the aged Letoﬁbe.76 John Adams, with remarkable
courage, again submitted the treaty to the Senate on February
3, 1801, and this time the treaty was given conditional

acceptance.77 Pichon urged his own govermment to accept the

75Murray to John Quincy Adams, November 18, 1800, in

Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 662.
6

7 E. Wilson Lyons, "The Franco-American Convention
of 1800", Journal of Modern History, XII, (1940), 330.

77The Convention was limited to eight years duration
by the Senate and the second article which dealt with further
negotlations on the questions of indemmities, the treaty of
1778 and the Convention of 1788, was not approved.
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changes which had been made by the Senate befors the situation
between the two countries returned to its previous state.

This wés the stalemate when the Federalists and John Adams
left office in 1801.

The advent of the pro-French Thomas Jefferson to the
presidency was an auspiclous day for Franco-American relations.
The two countries reopened diplomatic relations with the
appointment of Robert lLivingston as minlster to Ffance. Isate
in May 1801, Murray received word that he, or Oliver Ellsworth
who was still 1n England, was to proceed to Paris in order
to exchange ratifications with the French government.78

Murray, being the closest to Paris, immediately set
out for the French capital 1In order to finish the ﬁégotiations.
On June 8, 1801, he reopened talks with the French cormissioners.
The French did not 1like the conditional ratification of the
original convention.Tg Again dslays resulted because Talleymrd
was still in bad health and both of the Bonapartes were away
from Paris. Finally in July, with no othsr course remaining
for elther the French or the Americans, the French agreed to

conditional ratification on July 31, 1801.80

8
7 Murray to Johr Quincy Adams, Mary 156, 1801, in Ford
(ed.), "Murray Letters”, p. 697. '

79Amer1can State Papers, Class I, Fcrelgn Relatlons,

0
Hunter Miller (ed.), Treaties, II, 432.
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As signed by the French on July 31, and as finally
ratifed by the Senate of the United States on December 19,
the Convention was limited in duratiqn to elght years and the
second article was expunged. It was this article, relating to
indemnities and the previous treaties which had been the hsart
of earlier American claims, bﬁt the French government was uﬁ-
yielding on either point. In any case, the Convention should
not be viewed as a failure. It rescued the United States frau
its first "entangling alliance" and prevented a war which might
have proved disastrous to the young republic.

With normal relations restored between France and ths
Unlted States, the government under Thomas Jefferson lost no
time 1n removing Murray from the diplomatic scene. In a letter
dated June 1, 1801, the government recalled Murray from his
post at the Hague. In a remarkably self-controlled letter of
reply, Murray told the Secretary of State, James Madlson that
he would vacate his post as soon as he concluded hls business
in Paris. Murray did not let the occasion pass, however,
without pointing out the value of maintaining diplomatic
representatives in the smaller European countries. Hs also
expressed dismay at the fact that the French government knew
of his recall before he did himself.al As soon as Murray had

ol
Murray to James Madison, Jui- "7, 1801, Murray
Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, Libi&ry of Congress.
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exchanged ratifications he left for the Hague to finish out
his term which lasted until September 1, 1801. '

Ieaving the Hague after four years of service was
extremely difficult for Mufray to do.82 He and his wife had
made many friends while stationed there, and after their
return from Paris on August 19, 1801, they spent several days
paying farevell visiis to thelr numerous acquaintances.
Charlotte Murray dreaded the long voyage which they faced, and
her i1llness early 1n September threatened to postpone their
departure, scheduled for September 12‘834 They went from the
Hague to Rotterdam, thence to Gravsd&l, near Dort.84 Late in
the afternoon of September 15, the Murrays salled for the
United States with forty-five pieces of luggage, a dog, and
Charlotfe Murray's pet canary. 2 Eleven weeks later, on
December 2, 1801, after an unscheduled stop at Falmouth,

England, because of adverse weather conditions, the Murrays

82To some people on the other side of the Atlantic,
it was difficult not to be pleased at Murray's distress. One
of these was his old enemy William Branch Giles who ardently
favored abolitlon of the diplomatic nlssions overszeas.
See D. R. Anderson William Branch Giles: A Study in the
4 “Na - " m iv—ai!
Meggsha Wisconsin' George Banta Publishing Company, 1914),
D. .
83

Murray, "Grsen" book, p. 46, Murray Papers, Library
of Congress.

8#Ib1d., p. 48.
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reached Alexandria, Virginia. The step from boat to shore

ended the dedicated service of the Marylander to hils country
and marked the beginning of his political oblivion.



CHAPTER V

December 2, 1801, was a turning point in the 1life
of William Vans Murray. He had returned from the bustling
cities of Europe to & quiset village on Maryland's Eastern
Shore, well aware of the changes which would be necessary in
his way of 11fe.1 There 1s no doubt that he was apprehensive
of making such drastic changes, but he also looked forward
to his retirement which had been postponed for over five
years. These five years had been the busiest ones of his
1ife,

Upon his return to the United States, the only
official business which occupled Murray was the settlement
of his compensation as envoy to France. It was his opinion
that he was entitled to a sum equal to that pald to Ellsworth
and Davie. He visited the new Federal City which hed come
into existence during his absence and dined with Secrestary
of State Madison and President Jefferson. He felt gratified
that Maflison was so cordial. Secretary of the Treasury
Albert Gallatin was responsible for settling Murray's account .2
This was accomplished without difficulty, but Gallatin did

fail to return a social call made by the former envoy.3 Murray

1l
Murray, "Green" book, p. 185, Murray Papers, Library
of Congress.

2
Murray to J. Q. Adams, April 3, 1802, in Ford (ed.),
"Murray Letters", pp. 703-T04.

3Ibid.
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was considerably irked at the high handed manner of the
Republicans now that they were in control of the politilcal
machinery of the country.

It was fortunate for the newly retired diplomat that
the winter of 1802 vas a mild one.5 His paternal home had
burned in his absence so he faced the task of bullding a
small cottage for himself and hils wife. With this in mind,
on April 19, 1802, he purchased & small farm of elghty acres
from the widow of William Dorrington Glover.6 He spent
much time planting fruit trees and trying to make the rather
barren land more fertile. He was greatly discouraged 5y
the thrlving weed crop which thwarted all his cultivation
plans.?

Poiltics still interested Murray, as might be expected,
but he made no effort to resume activities in that field.
According to him, most of the gentlemen of Dorchester County
were Federalists. Howsver, he ﬁas greatiy shocked and

chagrined by the number of Republicans in the vicinity.

4I'bid.

5Ibid.

6Murray, "Green" book, p. 210, Murray Papers, Library
of Congress.

7
Murray to J. Q. Adams, April 3, 1802, in Ford (ed.
"Murray letters”, p. TO4. ’ ’ ’ (ed.),
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There had been only ten or so when he left for Europe and he
found well over one hundred when he returned in 1801. To
make certaln that he did not become overly 1lnterested in
politics, he discontinued reading newspapers. It was his
opinion that he had devoted enough time to political affairs
and that a much needed rest was in order.

Having bullt a small home which had four rooms and
a kitchen, Murray and his wife settled down to enjoy their
retirement. Unfortunately, he did not 1live long enough to
enjoy fully his sedentary existence. Hs had not been well
in the spring of 1801 when he went to Paris to exchange the
final ratifications, and the extended ocean voyage of
eleven weeks returning to the United States did not aid in
his recovery.9 In August 1802, he became quite 111 from an
unidentified ailment, and not until November 1803, was he
able to resume his customary activities on a limited scale.10

In October 1803, he had made an attempt to visit John Quincy
Adams when the latter stopped in Baltimore en route from

°Ivta.

9Murray to J. gg Adams, February 28, 1801, in Ford (ed.),
"Murray Letters", p. 685.

loMurray to J. Q. Adams, November 10, 1803, in
Ford (ed.), "Murray Letters", p. 708.
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Boston to Washington,ll but regrettably the old friends did
not meet. The last chance for Murray to see one of his closest
friends had passed.
In December 1803, several of the newspapers in the
United States carried the following short notice.
Defarted this 1ife, on Sunday llth inst. at his
seat in Dorchester County, (Maryland) after a short
illness, William Vans Murray, Esq. late minister from
the United States at the Hague, and minister pleni-
potentiary to the French republic. As a statesman,
Mr. Murray stood high, and filled with integrity the
several departments which his country had confided
to hils trust; particularly 1in bringzing about the
settlement of the late unhappy, difference that existed12
between the United States snd the French republic.
Thus the press of the Unlted States passed over the death
of Murray. A proper euiogy was not undertsaken until hils old
'friend,'John Quincy Adams, wrote one which appeared in the
Portfollo, a Philadelphia magazine, some months after Murray

had died.13

11

Samuel Flagg Bemis, John ncy Adams and the Foun-
dations of American Foreign Policy iﬁew &brE: AT K. Knopl,
I549Y, p. 119,

12Poulson's Anerican Dally Advertiser, December 17,
ubar

1803; Maryland Qazetle, Déce 2, 1803; Washington National
Inteiligencer, D6 Gomba T 21, 1803. ’ ’ °

13This eulogy by Adams, taken from the Portfolio
of Januar§17 1804 and reprinted in the Annual Report of the
American Hstorical Association for 1912, is a remarkable
tribute when one considers the achievements of the Adams
family. John Quincy Adams obviously had the highest regard
for Murray and he expressed in beautiful prose the tribute
to his loyal friend and fellow diplomat.
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Murray was buried in an unmarked grave in an unkmown
1ocation.lu Shortly after his death, his wife 1s supposed
to have sold the farm and returned to England to live with

her rolatives.15

14The various opinions concerning Murray's burial

place are interesting. Clement Sulivane 1s of the opinion
that Murray died in Philadelphia while on a business trip.
The only substantiation for this assumption is based on
the fact that a Philadelphla newspaper carried the first
account of his death. The same account was carried in papers
in Washington and Annapolis, but each of these articles
appeared at later dates than the one in the Philadelphia
paper. However, this cannot, in any case, be considered
conelusive evidence that he died in Philadelphia. There 1is
the possibility that Sulivane possessed information now
lost, but this again i1s merely conjecture, as he §1ves no
factual evidence in his article. e most probable burial
place 1s in Christ Protestant Episcopal Church Cemetery in
Cambridge, Maryland, where several members of his family
are buried, as noted in Guy Steele (comp.), Historical Records
of Christ Protestant Episcopal Church Cemetery, Cambrldge,
Maryland., This was done under the ausplces of the Dorsset
Cﬁnger, Maryland State Society of the National Society of
the Daughters of the American Revolution in 1936. In a letter
of November 20, 1956, to the author, the research committese
of the Dorchester County Historical Soclety suggested that
Murray m1§ht have been buried at "Glasgow", the family
estate. If the exact location of Murray's burlal place
eludes us, we do have a description of a proposed monument
to his memory. A letter from James McHsnry to Robert Gilmor
in December, 1803, tells of plans to erect a suitable marble
obellisk at a sum not to exceed two hundred dollars, In this
letter, which 1s in the Maryland Historical Boclety, McHenry
tells that even the sum of two hundred dollars will be a

t sacrifice for the wildow, so one may assume that Murray
i1d notleave & very slzable estate.

150harles J. Ingersoll, Recollections Historical,
Political, Bdo%ggpgical and Soclal, oI Charles J. Ilngersoll,
2 volumes ( adelpnia: J. B. EEppiﬁEbffj”ISBl%} I, 83.
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Thus Murray's 1ife came to a qulet end. He had 1ived
only two years after his return from the tumiltuous days
in Europe before he died, but 1t is doubtful if the comforting
words of his friend John Quincy Adams, had been of much
consolation. Shortly before Murray left the Hague, his
fellow diplomat in Berlin had counseled him "to keep your
mind calm and depend upon it that time will not only insure

justification but dus applause to you".16

The applause had
not come, but, even in 1803, the justification was evident.
It was, perhaps, all Murray could have desired.

In retrospect one sees three principal aspects of the
life of William Vans Murray. The first and most important
of these 1s Murray, the man. Possessing an excellent education,
he used his abilities with consistent application. His
wide ranging scope of interests 1is especlally enlightening
in this day of intense specialization. He was widely read
in art, history, and philosophy. He was an ardent collector
of books, but he did not collect merely for the sake of

1
collecting. 7 He and John Quincy Adams of‘ten exchanged

16J. Q. Adams to Murray, March 17, 1801, in Ford (ed.),

Writings of John Quincy Adams, II, 515.
17.Murray to J. Q. Adams, December 7, 1798, in Ford
(ed.), "Murray letters"”, p. 383,
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information on book sales in Berlin and the H‘ague,l8 and
their letters are fllled with references to books which
they had read. Murray owned such books as D'Alembert's

Eloges des Membres d'L'Academie, Marie-Alexandre Lenolir's

Description Historique and Chronologique des Monuments de
Sculpture Francals, Friedrich Gentz's Origin and Principles
of the American Revolution, Compared with the French
Revolution, Lombard's Dix Huit Brumaire, 3ir Joshua Reynolds'
‘Discourses, and Dodsley's Annual Register from 1759 to 1792.19
Murray could not be considered & scientist, but he

was deeply interested in matters pertaining to science. He
owned a famous Levebours telescope, several concave mirrors,
a solar microscope and an "electrical machine™.“C His
inquiring mind led him to such diverse interests as submarines
and electric eels. In his "Green" book, Murray wrote para-

2l Ho was also

graphs concerning each of these things.
interested in the practical aspects of sclentific devices such
as the wildely used windmills of Holland. He thought these

could be used to draln swamps in the United States such as '

1l
9The ownership of these books, along with many others,
;s indicated in Murray's letters to John Quincy Adams.

2
oMurray to J. Q. Adems, April 3, 1802, in Ford (ed.),

"Murray letters", p. T06.

21Murray, "Green" book, p. 103, Murray Papers, Library
of Congress. It is interesting to note that Murray believed
that the Dutch first planned to use submarines in 1652 to
burn and destroy the English fleet according to information
in Herroul's Histoire Abreye de la Holland.
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the Dismal Swamp in Virginia. This belief led him to send
four models of windmills to people in the United States,
including his brother John Murray and General C. C. Pinckney.i22
These represent only a few examples of the catholic taste of
the gentleman from Maryland.

The second major point of Interest in the 1life of
Murray vas his career as a public servant. As a legislator
with both state and national service, he was constantly
aware.of the politiclan's responsibility to his constituents.
This was especlally true when he was in the House of Repre-
sentatives. His earlier concern in his own rapid advancement
seemed to disappear as he matured, and he began to view
legislation in the light of the benefit to be derived from it
by the country as a whole. He was definitely in favor of
adhering to the Constitution as far as possible but when
that document falled to outline fully certain policy moves,
Murray was equally quick to act in a manner which he considered
most profitable to the country. As a diplomat Murray reallzed
fully the burdens of his post, not only from a personal _
standpoint but also from the viewpoint of the nation he served.
To him 1t ﬁas of utmost importance that a country as young
as the United States should have able representatives abroad.

22Murray to Sylvanus Bourne, February 12, 1800, Murray
Papers, Miscellaneous Accessions, Library of Congress.
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His awareness of the lmpressionasbllity of the courts of
Europe enabled him to see clearly the fallacy of Jefferson's
plan to recall the foreign agents in 1801.23 He knew that
the young country he represented was being judged largely
on the basis of actions which he, or persons in similar
positions might take. As a member of the diplomatic corps,
Murray showed ability and, in general, was a clear thinker.
Only rarely did he allow his passions to overrule his reason.
He was a careful analyst of each situation which arose, and
if some of his private letters indicated a lack of self
confidence, his public actions did not. He was especlally
popular among the people with whom he assoclated in the
Batavian Republic. Among the French he demonstrated clsarly
how to deal with them without appearing to be a compromiser,
as Elbridge Gerry had been. The daily accomplishment of the
small tasks which make up the maln part of a diplomat's life
vere not Murray's only contributions as a public servant. '
He served ably as a source of European information which had
value in America, and as a disseminator of American informstion
useful among various United States citlzens in Europe. 1t
was his close knowledge of 1lnternal affairs in the United
States which enabled him to act with decisiveness in many
instances. It seems very unlikely that Murray would have

2
3Murray, "Green" book, pp. 187-188, Murray Papers,

Iibrary of Congress.
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talked to Pichon with such freedom in the summer of 1798, if
he had not known of the private attitude of John Adams toward
France. In short, Murray as a public servant attempted to
use his knowledge in order to bring the greatest possible
benefit to his country. Such action, taken without regard
for personal considerations, was to be his downfall.

Political martyrdom was the real tragedy which marred
the life of William Vans Murray. Thils drama, played in the
closing years of his 1life, showed clearly his true worth as
a man and a public servant. As a trusted friend and political
protege of John Adams, Murray found himself closely connected
with the feud which wrecked Adams' cabinet in the latter days
of his administration. Murray's nominatlion as envoy to France
gave the Hamlltonlan faction the politlcal capital which they
desired. From the day his name was sent to the Senate in
February 1799, he was & merked men. The fact that he carrled
out his duties as an American citizen, regardless of consequences,
is irrefutable evidence of his high principles. In obtaining.
peace, Murray, like John Adams, wrote the final chapter on
his career in public l1life. Peace for the country which he
served so ably brought sufficlent gratification for his sacri-
fice.
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