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ABSTRACT

This paper is an analysis of the foreign policy of John
Quincy Adams from 1814 to 1829 in terms of the ideas of the
English philosopher John Locke.

Its main contention is that Locke influenced the think-
ing of Adams as he formulated such policies, whose purpose was
to bring about a world order which both suited American
national interests and satisfied a world-view greatly resem-
bling that of Locke.

This world-view emphasized rationality, which wove a
fine balance between pragmatism and morality. It had as its
basis knowledge, perception, action, and belief in the effi-
cacy of property, all being made to intellectually interact to
produce views marked by both fairness and a sense of histori-
cal inevitability.

Adams applied these precepts throughout his career as
chief American negotiator of the Treaty of Ghent, Minister to
Great Britain, Secretary of State, and finally, President of
the United States.

He maintained these principles throughout, when dealing
with Britain over issues arising from the War of 1812, and
over Oregon, trade, and boundary disputes; when dealing with
Spain over American expansion and the Latin American repub-
lics; when dealing with France, Russia, and Greece; and when
dealing with the promulgation of the Monroe Doctrine.

The result was a series of policies which were consist-
ent, yet pragmatic.
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THE FOREIGN POLICY OF JOHN QUINCY ADAMS:

A STUDY IN LOCKEAN SYNTHESIS



INTRODUCTION

There was a remarkable resemblance in the political and
philosophical thinking of two men who lived more than a century
apart. One, an Englishman, John Locke, lived from 1632 to 1704;
the other, an American, John Quincy Adams, lived from 1767 to
1848. Locke was born in Wrington, Somerset, the son of an attor-
ney, and was reared in a liberal Puritan environment. He atten-
ded Oxford University, studied philosophy and medicine, and gra-
duated in 1656. He then taught there, lecturing in Latin and
Greek. Later, he became associated with the great scientist,
Robert Boyle, and the great physician, Thomas Sydenham. In 1667
he became associated with the Earl of Shéftesbury as physician
and diplomat, and in 1683 had to flee to Holland because of
Shaftesbury's opposition to the Stuarts. After William of Orange
ascended the English throne in 1689, Locke returned, and in 1691
he was invited to reside at Oates, the home of Sir Francis and
Lady Masham. During this period, his two most important works,

the Essay Concerning Human Understanding and the Two Treatises
1

of Government, were published. He died in Oates.

John Quincy Adams was born in Braintree, Massachusetts,
the son of a future President of the United States and founding
father of the Republic. He was educated both in Europe and at
Harvard College, and in 1790 he was admitted to thé bar. In 1794

he was named Minister to the Netherlands, and later he served as
2
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Minister to Prussia. In 1797 he married. He then served as a Fed-
eralist United States Senator from 1803 to 1807, breaking with
his party over Jefferson's Embargo Act. Around this time he was
also Boylston Professor at Harvard. In 1809 he was named Minister
to Russia, and then he was chiefiAmerican negotiator for the
Treaty of Ghent which ended the War of 1812. From 1815 to 1817 he
was Minister to Great Britain. He then served as Secretary of
State under President James Monroe, and was subsequently elected
President of the United States by the House of Representatives in
a four-way race. From 1830 until his death in 1848 he was a United
States Congressman from Massachusetts. He died in Washington,
D.C.%

Despite these national and temporal differences, the ideas
of the two men resembled one another greatly, particularly in
regard to government and the self. This is particularly evident in
the following concepts: (1) The state as a condition of moral
order; (2) The self as defined by consciousness; (3) The self as
thought and action; (4) The production of property as the definer

of self; and (5) Knowledge as a state of being certain.>

Nowhere was the manifestation of these concepts more appar-
ent than in Adams' career, first as a diplomat, and then as Pres-
ident of the United States. This paper will outline the salient
conceptual influences on that career, and that career itself,
from 1814 to 1829, when he was, in turn, chief American negotia-
tor at Ghent, Minister to Great Britain, Secretary of State, and
President of the United States. During thisutime, he united a

life of contemplation and a life of action, being the quintessen-



tial embodiment of Lockean action in his negotiations with the
Spanish over Florida; his formulation of the Monroe Doctrine; his
efforts at insuring that the United States would eventually
acquire the Oregon Territory; and his Presidential dealings with
various European and Latin American nations in regard to trade,
national sovereignty, and other matters. By his actions in these
areas, Adams synthesized the political, the philosophical, and
the pragmatic, and integrated them into his thinking about inter-
national relationships. In doing this, he developed and brought
to bear certain formative influences and realized a profound

individuality.



FORMATIVE INFLUENCES

The Rationalisn of Locke and Others As Influences
on John Quincy Adams

John Quincy Adams' ideas had a particular continuity with
those of his father,sone of the founders of the American Republie,
and John Adams was an avid student of Locke.Jthe philosopher whose
understanding of politics most influenced the thinking of the
Founding Fathers.6What is more, John Quincy Adams was part of an
intellectual environment which was permeated with the influence of
Locke.7an influence from which both Federalists and anti-Federal-
ists drew guidance.aFor example, John Adams insisted that he and
his contemporaries were concerned with establishing a new and
purified type of political community which would be founded upon,

9

among other things, Christianity and Lockean precepts,”’and thus

his library contained volumes of Locke}OMoreover, John Adams fur-
ther insisted that the works of the great political philosophers,
such as Locke, Milton, Sidney, and Harrington would convince any
candid mind that a republican form of éovernment was bestil
Moreover, the mind of John Quincy Adams was very receptive,
as he early on took pride in the accomplishments of the American
Revolution and the Republic, and was very precocious, applying
himself to more serious matters than those which a very young man,
even in his day, would normally occupy himself with%zAs an indica-

tion of this receptivity, one may cite the emphasis which he would

5
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later place upon natural law. This can be traced back through his

father, and thence back to John Locke}BHowever, his father was

not the only avenue of transmission of this influence. In the
larger environment, Locke's ideas were passed into the general
discourse in New England by way of pamphlets, newspapers, and
sermons?u

Subsequently, John Quincy Adams accompanied his father to

Europe, where he cultivated a voracious appetite for books, which

he collected at least from'1779}5After his return to the United

States, he entered Harvard College, where he was further exposed

to Locke, having to endure a rigorous examination on the subject}6

Its library also included Locke, as well as Algernon Sidney, Har-

rington, and others whom its benefactor. Thomas Hollis, hoped

would imbue the Harvard students with a devotion to free consti-
tutional government}71t is interesting to note that Adams acknow-
ledged that Harvard introduced him to all the prosperity that
ever befell him?‘8

Later, John Quincy Adams' explicit references to Locke are
not numerous, but they are quite trenchant. The following are
examples of such references:

(1) Concerning Locke's denial of innate ideas: He appears to rea-
son in such a manner that I am very much inclined to think
him right.19

(2) You have learnt from Mr. Locke, that all human ideas are
ultimately derived from one of two sources; either from
objects perceptible to the senses, or from the reflections of
our own minds upon such objects. It is equally clear that
language, the purpose of which is to communicate our ideas,
must be composed of words, the first drawn from ideas of sen-
sation. 20

(3) In an address to his constituents in 1842, Adams defended



Locke and Sydney against Filmer and Hobbes, contending that

the consent of society needed to institute a valid govern-

ment is part of the constitution of society.21
(4) When the question of the separation of powers was uppermost

in Congressional discussions, Adams went straight to Locke,

for he regarded him as the true originator of the theory.22
What is more, Locke was the prototypical rational man, and John
Quincy Adams placed particular importance upon the type of rea-
son that deals with abstraction and theory as the source of an
understanding of life?BThis was true in foreign affairs, as well
as in other endeavors.

However, there was more than the influence of Locke here.
Adams was the product of the eighteenth century, and therefore
manifested many of the intellectual trends and traditions of
that century. What is more, he believed that the study of law,
supported by wide reading in history and politics, offered the
best training for public service and high office?uTherefore. as
Secretary of State, he recommended Grotius, Vattel, and Montes-
quieu as theoretical foundations of foreign policy?51n addition,
he studied Burlamaqui atﬁHarvard and had his works in his 1lib-
rary?sAdams was also a lifetime admirer of Cicero?7‘
A study of such writers would tend to reinforce a world

view imbued with rationalism, order, and balance; one which com-
bined the moral and the pragmatic. The following examples of
their thinking illustrate this:
(1) Grotius maintained that natural law was the basis for legis-
lation for countries as well as for individuals, and he advocated
respect for life and the ownership of property.28
(2) vattel stated that respect which others had for the rights of

domain and property constituted the security of our actual pos-
sessions, and that there must be a balance of power in order to



control the authority of aggressive states.29

(3) Montesquieu examined monarchy, republic, and despotism, and
espoused a balance of powers in government and a separation of
authority. 30

(4) Burlamaqui believed in natural law and its relationship to
God, human intellect, and innate moral responses, and considered
natural law to be the foundation of domestic and international
law. 31

(5) Cicero was the moral philosopher of Rome, and a practical
guide to the good life.32

What is more, all his life, John Quincy Adams was also devoted
to the works of Aristotle, Virgil, Plutarch, Erasmus, Pope, Bol-
ingbroke, Lord Kames, and Jefferson, which upheld the belief
that there was a moral order in the universe; that the community
of man should live within that order; and that government was
established with that end in ming 33

The writings of these thinkers, therefore, provided a firm
conceptual reinforcement for Adams' rationalist tendencies. .
These tendencies were reflected in his desire that his policies
be judged by their standards of propriety, accuracy in reflect-
ing international conditions, and possible contribution to the

34

nation's well-beings<

e

The Anglophobia of John Quincy Adams

Counterpoised to these rationalist influences was one that
was pre-eminently irrational: Adams' Anglophobia. He revealed it
early on, as negative references to the British abound in his
letters and other sources. For example, in a letter of April 12,
1794 to his father, which was written from the Netherlands,

where he was American Minister, he stated that "the general dis-
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position of the French ruling powers has been constantly favora-
ble to us, and the British government, acrimonious, jealous and
under the giuse of fair pretensions, deeply malignant."” It was a
fear and distrust which could perhaps only have arisen out of a
sense of betrayal, as Britain transgressed the orderly and
abstract reality of balance and social contract which Adams had
envisioned. There was, perhaps, even a feeling akin to that of a
child having discovered, at last, that his parents were not per-
fect. It manifested itself in a concern about the special rela-
tionship between Britain and rebellious governments, taking the
forms of both ideology and commerce, as well as power relation-
ships as such?6

For example, again while he was American Minister to the
Netherlands, Adams wrote very disapprovingly of the British con-
trol over the Dutch government, lamenting its unwillingness to

3

negotiate with France.7He even condemned the British national
character, considering them an "object of aversion.éBHe applau-
ded any British setback, and he condemned the supposed British
efforts to aggrandize themselves?gTherefore, he would gleefully
anticipate a decline in British power. Because of this, he
looked with favor upon the British war with Napoleon, believing
that a few more years of peace in America and war in Europe
would so bankrupt and exhaust Britain that all her possessions
in the New World would fall to the United States?o
On a more theoretical level, Adams believed that the

dependence of the American colonies upon Great Britain was a

"dependence of parchments of proclamations unsanctioned by the



laws of nature, disavowed by the dictates of reason." Again,
this transgressing of natural law was the theme of another
utterance: "Britain, inspired by the shibboleth, 'Rule Britan-
nia! Britann%g rule the waves!', foisted upon the world a jus-
tice in mariéime magters widely divergent from the requirements
of natural justice."2

His antipathy could even approach the concept of a Mani-
chean dualism. For example, Adams stated, "Unconditional surren-
der to British overlordship would be anathema"; or "The combined
purpose of all other commercial nations should be to counteract
this overwhelming power of Britain.% Such feelings coﬁld reach
such a level of intensity that he sometimes invoked scriptural
injunction to show America's right in relation to Bri.ta.inL.”+

In short, the Anglophobia of John Quincy Adams was based
upon a combination of empirical, emotional, and theoretical fac-
tors. One must understand this in analyzing his actions towards

Britain while he was a diplomat, Secretary of State, and Presi-

dent of the United States.



THE DIPLOMAT AS A LOCKEAN ACTING PERSON

John Quincy Adams is considered perhaps the most accom-
plished diplomat in American history. What is more, he had a
considerable talent for abstract theory and its practical appli-
cation to American nationalism&5He therefore accomplished his
tasks by gathering multitudes of empirical data for use in gov-
ernmental decisidns. and then subjecting it to the most rigorous
analytical processes. With the ideas, or mixed modes?6formulated
from this effort he produced courses of action involving deal-
ings with Great Britain, France, Russia, Spain, and other coun-
tries, both in regard to the continental expansion of the United
States, and in regard to the maintainance or.establishment of
American rights in more non-contiguous areas such as Latin Amer-
ica and the British Wesf Indies. This integrated process
involved the choosing of ideas, and their subjection to a pro-
cess of free variation which, according to Locke, are a series
of relations, of simple ideas conflated in different ways. The
fashioning of the mental structures which are the product of
this process is a function of consciousness, which is the pri-
mary quantity which defines the self. Intimately related to this
is the Lockean_concept of freedom as power, or the ability to
bring into significant effect the concepts arising from that
consciousnessl.&7

The acting out of these concepts involved complex efforts
11
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which were integrated by a conceptual model of the international
environment which was quite Lockean. It involved the concept of
moral order, which Adams first applied to the United States. He
regarded America as a unique social compact which had its gene-
sis in the Declaration of Independence. Furthermore, he regarded
the United States as the first nation in the world which derived
its principles from the laws of nature, and as a "moral person”
(an entity acting in conformance with those laws) in the family
of nations?BHe juxtaposed this unique compact, in which men
lived in harmony with each other and exercised their rational
thinking abilities in order to maximize individual happiness,
with the relationships of nations to each other. This individual
happiness could only be possible within an environment of free-
dom and individual initiative. In the international.arena, this
was the state of hature, in which nations lived according to
their own laws, and recognized no others. In such a situation
force would inevitably have to be used in order to protect human
freedoms. Because of this inevitable possibility, Adams believed
that a strong militia and navy were necessary for the protection
of the United States against aggression?gLocke, too, realized
that men engaged in the social compact would not long be secure
in that interaction of relationships without external means of
assuring it. Therefore, in creating an environment of security
in which war would be unnecessary, he considered foreign policy
to be the ultimate determinant of the structure of society?oThis
line of thinking reveals a degree of pragmatism which marked the

actions of both men.
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Adams also discerned the basic importance of foreign
policy. To him, war would only be the last resort when the ideas
resulting from reasoned consideration could not go into effect.
Before such a calamitous occurrence, every reasonable man should
be aware that rational statesmen would abide by international
law, and that this awareness would be an important integrating
idea of the nature of society, and of the international order in
general. This belief was a guiding idea in John Quincy Adams'
diplomatic efforts. As a case-in-point concerning this belief,
there is an 1806 address, where Adams, as a United States
Senator, stated in Congress: "Ministers are the only instruments
by which war is averted when it approaches, or terminated, and
this consideration surrounds their sanctity.élsimilarly, there
is an 1823 letter of instruction to Benjamin Rush, United States
Minister to Great Britain: "The policy of the United States,
with reference to foreign nations, has always been founded upon
the principle of natural law, peace with all mankind?2

Nevertheless, seeking to achieve or maintain peace while
being concomitantly armed for war did represent something of a
moral dilemna which Adams must have found difficult to resolve.
One must explain this apparent contradiction in terms of the
richness of ideas which he had at his command due to his varie-
gated background of education and experience, and how this was
intimately related to his personal freedom, or freedom of
action. According to Locke, the existence of the nature of

things circumscribes one's actions because it circumscribes

thoughts?BThat is, the constituents of external reality, because
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of their discrete and relatively rigid nature, are self-limited
in their capacity for interaction, both in situ, and in their
susceptibility to transformation by thought. What is more, a
nation-state such as the United States, being a "moral person",
must consist, as a person, of the combined consciousnesses of
all its citizens, deriving those consciousnesses from their
environment and institutionally and culturally integrating them
into a coherent structure called a nation, by a process of
mutual interaction over time. This coherent structure is pre-
served over time, indeed, over the generations, by a collective
‘knowledge of values, events, and other culturally shared exper-
iences congruent with what was immediately past, which was, in
turn, known to be related to what was immediately its prece-
dent?usuch a process of national delimiting also affected the
thinking of Adams in another way---his recognition of geographic
factors as the foundation of national interests and diplomatic
advantage?sThe state was therefore the basic unit of conceptual
homogeneity in the world.

It is thus not surprising that John Quincy Adams believed
that the individual owed the exercise of all his faculties to
the service of the nation-state§6ln effect, he wanted the United
States to be a closed system of the interaction of ideas, its
richness internally generated. He thought about this matter in
insular terms. A portion of his 1802 address to the Massachu-
setts Charitable Fire Society is instructive: "The largest por-

tion of this Continent is united under a social compact, which

makes its inhabitants equal fellow-citizens of one great and
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growing empire."” Because Adams possessed this robust Americanism

and nationalism, but at the same time believed that "violence
and persuasion, being in their nature as opposite to each other,
as light and darkness, can never exist togetheré? he wished to
preserve that conceptual input by diplomacy, for his own edifi-
cation and, in turn, for the edification of others. The boundar-
ies of the state must not be transgressed by war, and the col-
lectively creative must not be destroyed. How conscious he was
of this collective can be illustrated in an 1810 quotation from
Boylston lectures at Harvard: “None of us liveth to himself, and
as we live to our families, by the intercourse of more intimate
society and mutual good offices, so we live to our country, and
to mankind in general, by the performance of those services, and
by the discharge of those labors which belong to the profession
we have chosen as the occupation of our lives.égBy this effort,
John Quincy Adams would realize his moral and intellectual
potential by means of the exchange of ideas and perceptions with
other citizens of the nation-state. In turn, the existence of
the nation-state would be continuously reinforced by the reaf-
firmation of the consciousnesses of its constituent parts. As a
result of this, a vast increase in the richness of ideas would
ensue, thereby progressively contributing to the general wel-
fare, or, in Adams' words, "the individual enjoyment of progres-
sive improvement and individual discoveryé? Self and state would
therefore be intimately associated in a free and fruitful relat-
ionship.

The Lockean belief in the state as a moral person can thus
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be equated with the person as a being defined by consciousness.
Both would have the right to defend themselves in order to main-
tain their boundaries of individuality. Actions toward that end,
if tending towards the preservation of that moral person, would
be moral by implication, because such consequent action would

be a function of the exercise of reason used to protect one's
freedom. Locke was quite explicit about this: "The state of war
is a state of enmity and destruction . . .; it being reasonable
and just I should have a right to destroy that which threatens
me with destruction.élLikewise, Adams maintained: "For my part

I cannot imagine a possible state of the world for futurity in
which the United States shall not be a great naval and military
power . . . And as we have begun and made some progress in it
already, I doubt whether we shall ever have again so favorable
an opportunity for accomodating our permanent political system
to it as the present.ézThis declamation was made within the con-
text of the War of 1812, but no such interpretation can be
prlaced upon a statement of Adams’ later years: Philosophically
speaking, I believe‘that war was not a corrupter, but rather a
purifier of the moral character of mah._that peace was the
period of corruption to the human race.é Towards the end of his
life, it seems that he had evolved an extreme manifestation of
certain previous tendencies of his thinking. The United States
has here become more than merely a moral person; it has become
an empyrean entity forever beyond the corrupting influence of

the amoral European states, or despotisms. The individual col-

lective consciousness has become, in effect, solipsistic, unin-
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volved with the connotative differences of moral definition
which are often a function of cultural differences.

However, many years before this aberration, Adams could
express an attitude which could only be interpreted as a feeling
that it would be considered a moral act for a nation to either
live in peace with its coeval fellow nations, or to engage in
war with one or another of them in order to protect the indivi-
duality of the collective national moral person. An 1816 letter
to his father is illustrative of this belief:

Whatever may be the natural and necessary propensities of
mankind to war, my special duty at present is to preach
peace . . . It was a war from which, if the account of
disgrace and glory were fairly balanced, we should have
something, but not much to boast of. May we do better the
next time! and that we may do better, let us not be hasty
to enter upon the contest. At the same time it is not
'ignoble ease and peaceful sloth' that I would counsel.
An efficient revenue and a growing navy, these are the
pillars of my peace.
The apparent dichotomy of feeling is evident here, in this case
involving Adams' feelings concerning Great Britain and its then
recently concluded war with the United States. Anxious for the
security of his country because he was an integral part of the
interaction of ideas that defined its collective nature, by
striving to maintain its profile of individuality, he strove to
maintain his.

It may be said that xenophobia would be a logical develop-
ment of such feelings, and so it was?slt was an antipathy which
Adams could express with crushing philosophical puissance. A
passage from his 1821 address commemorating the signing of the
Declaration of Independence is a good example of this Anglopho-

bia: "The connexion between the British government and the Amer-
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ican people was unnatural; and it was in the moral order that it
should be diSSOlVed.é This was a truly Lockean utterance, assum-
ing, as it did, the self-evidence of the moral order to men of
reason, and the logical acts inevitably flowing from those rea-
soned perceptions.

The natural manifestations of such moral order, the defi-
nitive dissolution of the colonial bonds connecting Great Bri-
tain and the United States (and therefore the erection of a sta-
ble, mixed ﬁode idea structure, free of empirical perturbations),
occurred with the signing of the Treaty of Ghent on December 14,
1814, with the formal ratification exchange on January 8, 1815?7
Thus ended the War of 1812, "The Second American War for Inde-
pendence"”, and the man who was in charge of the American side of
the negotiations which brought this about was John Quincy Adams.
However, he was notably assisted by Henry Clay and Albert Galla-
tinéaAt Ghent, Adams could, in effect, attempt to realize his
Lockean self, for as long as America remained subservient to
Britain in any way (such as by continuing to acquiesce in the
British impressment of American seamen), the structure of ideas
defining the conscious national self would remain subservient to
the idea of Britain as the power to invoke idea. The idea would
exist autonomously, with virtually infinite potential to frus-
trate. It would be up to man's reason to forego this quandary
with solutions, and this reasoning process would be eminently
Lockean. Its basis would lie in the belief that all ideas are

extracted from experience by reflection and sensation, and then,

in turn, projected beyond experienceégsince they exist as mental
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structures separate from the person from whom they are derived,
or to whom they will be assimilated, it is up to man's reason to
perceive the agreement or disagreement between those ideas in
order to produce knowledge?oAgain, according to Locke, knowledge
bears the same relationship to an individual as his behavior,
character, or properties?lTherefore, one's knowledge helps to
define one's individuality. Britain, by being hostile to its
former colonies, with its impressment of American seamen, denial
of the entrance of American merchant vesseis into the harbors of
its West Indies colonies, continued disputes concerning the bor-
der between the United States and Canada, disputes concerning
fishing rights off the Canadian coast, and other exactions, pro-
duced the empirical basis for the forced elimination of certain
courses of action'by the Americans. This was because the per-
ceived field of action believed by the Americans to be a legiti-
mate potential area of opportunity and national growth, was
already occupied by adamantine British power. Locke maintained
that action is the power to modify a substance from without, and
the power to bring into view for consideration that which is
extrinsic, and that action depends on will?zTherefore, the per-
ception of Britain as powerful and superior would preclude the
free exercise of will due to the elimination of many of the ele-
ments of choice. If man does not act in accordance with his
will, then his actions and the products of those actions cannot
be considered his own. And, since his actions and products are

an extension of himself, an alienation from one's own environ-

ment of ideas can occur, resulting in a species of identity
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denial. This consideration is particularly important in Locke,
because he denied the legitimacy of defining personal identity
as a merely physical persistence over time?BThus, consciousness
and knowledge must be considered particularly important as the
definers of such identity. At the level of the nation-state,
this British suborning of will could result in the undermining
of the national sense of selfhood, with the resultant paralysis
of the ability to fashion by that will the structures of ideas
dealing with national growth, a sense of national identity, or
the ability to alter the environment for a peculiarly national
purpose.

John Quincy Adams was deeply aware of this danger, and he
therefore strove to effect the realization of American national
identity. In bringing this about, it can be said that he ren-
dered an inestimable service to the United States by his uncom-
g7

promising stand for American rights at Ghen Always guided by

the idea expressed in his Newburyport Oration: "In the struggle

of resistance against a common oppressor, coalesced spontane-~
ously into one people by moral centripetal impulsezf he consis-
tently rejected the British contention that the War of 1812
annulled all previously existing treaties between the two
nations?6
He maintained this and similar positions despite being
caught between British arrogance, on the one hand, and his dis-
like for certain other members of the American delegation, on
the other. Henry Clay drew Adams' especial ire because he consi-

dered him a man who was more interested that the war should con-
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tinue than that it should end, and perhaps a reminder to Adams
that he was also caught in the Lockean quandary of both neces-
sary peace and necessary war?7The idea of America, held in com-
mon as a mixed mode, had to be p;eserved by war, as a defense
against harm coming from foreig&iquarters: yet, in order for the
moral person of America to prosper and grow, the production of
ideas within an ordered background had to be effected--a back-
ground which could only be brought about by peace.

Adams perceived the nature of this conceptual process. For

example, in his Lectures on Rhetoric and Oratory, he stated:

“The powers of the imagination are not confined to the reminis-
cence of ideas which have been admitted to the mind through the
medium of the senses; they extend also to the combination of
such ideas into forms different from any of the combinations of
nature. It is the union of these two powers in the faculties of
man, which opens a new creation to the mind.ZBWith that state-
ment he expressed the Lockean concept of the two sources of
ideas?9and it would obviously be an intellectual synthesis of
this type, in international affairs, which could follow a peace
with Britain. However, the existence of an enemy nation would
preclude the free interaction of these two types of ideas, as
minds would be constantly drawn back to the overwhelming entity
threatening the very dissolution of the conceptual underpinnings
of the state. This vectoring of American minds towards a single
predicative object would obviously preclude the interactive

realization of intellectual potential, which Adams--and Locke--

envisioned.
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Therefore, at Ghent, Adams would strive assiduously for a
world in which there would not only be an absence of conflict,
but also the perception of the absence of the potential for con-
flict. Britain he considered the chief barrier to that realiza-
tion. In his 1808 letter to Harrison Gray Otis, he stated: "The
great obstacle which has always interfered in the adjustment of
our differences with Britain, has been that she would not acqui-
esce in the only principle upon which fair negotiations between
independent nations can be conducted, the principle of recipro-
city.§01n other words, John Quincy Adams wished that Great Brit-
ain would enter into the commonality of the "state of nature”,

a condition in which all sovereign states were equal, and had
the equal right to be free from the domination of any other

nation?1

This was congruent with the thinking of Locke, not only
on the level of the nation-state, but also as it applies to the
individual.

As an illustration of this, Adams always insisted upon
maintaining personal dignity, not only as a representative of
the United States, but also as a free individual who acted to
effect the state of nature on a personal scale by seeking to
restrain men from invading the rights of others. To this end, he
always sought to moderate the behavior of the British negotia-
tors Goulburn, Lord Gambier, and the others?zHowevef; he
believed that his efforts were in vain. A single comment from
his diary suffices: "The tone of all the British notes is arro-

gant, overbearing, and offensive. The tone of ours is neither so

bold nor so spirited as I think it should be. It is too much on
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the defensive, and too excessive in the caution to say nothing
irritating . . . But in this opinion I am alone.éBHe thus main-
tained an adamantine individuality through all the sparring and
emotional counterpoint, and through all the issues, such as

whether the Indians should be treated as sovereign nations, or
whether the United States was planning to conquer Canada?u

Nevertheless, the treaty ending the War of 1812 was
signed. But it left many disputes between Britain and the
United States unresolved. They included the fixing of the boun-
daries between the United States and Canada; fishing rights on
the Grand Banks, off the Canadian Atlantic coast; the impress-
ment of American seamen; the lack of British respect for Ameri-
can neutral rights; the right of blockade at sea; and the ques-
tion of whether Britain and the United States had the right to
maintain naval forces on the Great Lakeé§5ln short, the treaty
merely imposed a gtatus guo ante bellum, with no improvement of
that condition. Adams would have much to say about these ques-
tions in later years, not only in regard to the maintainance of
the equality of nations, but also, by implication, in regard to
property rights in their broadest, Lockean sense--as the pro-
tection of the means of sustenance.

After the conclusion of the negotiations at Ghent, Adams
was named Minister to Great Britain by President James Madison.
In this office he initiated conversations which were to result
in the Rush-Bagot Agreement of 1818, whereby the bound%%y

between Canada and the United States was demilitarized. He also

constantly brought up all the other questions left outstanding
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by the Treaty of Ghent. In Lockean terms, such agreements were
simply conditional accords in which certain retrenchments in
the compass of action were permitted in order to allow a compa-
rative freedom of action to both parties in separate spheres?7
Indeed, what would be involved would often be actual physical
retreat, in this case involving military forces so as to pre-
vent violent confrontations. To Locke, therefore, freedom was
the ability to act or not to act, according to choice, or will?8
Additiénally, according to the Lockean concept of ideas being

89

derived from experience,”if physical freedom is circumscribed,
the capacity of the individual to synthesize ideas from his
environment is also circumscribed. Therefore, with Adams again,
there would’%e a compelling necessity to enter into treaty
agreements with Britain, on behalf of the United States, due to
a congruence of Lockean political, i.e., pragmatic, and philp-
sophical determinants.

In 1817 Adams was named Secretary of State by President
James Monroe. He brought to this office a sense of the highest
moral standards. For example, as a United States Senator in
1806, he maintained that "A foreign minister does not represent
the person of his master, but only him in his affairs, and is
therefore not entitled to his immunities.?oHe also brought to
this position a belief acquired from his European experiences
that neutrality was essential for the continuance of American
Constitutional union, and even independence, at that time in
91

American history<

With these profound beliefs as part of his world-view,
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Adams could effect a personal Lockean synthesis of American
foreign policy, basing it upon the concept of a world in which
all nations engaged in reciprocal relationships as equals, none
under the domination of another. It would be the world as the
state of nature, but also the world as a function of enlight-
ened pragmatism. To render this idea a reality, he would engage
himself very actively; first, by gathering empirical data as
input for use in governmental decisions; secondly, by applying
his great talent for diplomacy, accompanied by his native
training and interest in this type of endeavor, to prescient
.analyses of both the internal and the diplomatic dynamics of
European and other states. Into this alchemy of ideas and
actions he also brought his wide experience and his extensive
background in academics, languages, and law?zHere, one can
again notice the Lockean interaction between ideas, extrinsic-
ally‘generatedy and ideas as a result of reflection upon the
properties and characteristics of the first type. This interac-
tion produces understanding?Bwhich could range, in Adams' case,
from a discerning of British motives in their attempt to hold
onto the Oregon Territory, to an anticipation of the policies
which the European leaders were likely to pursue in regard to
one another?uAnd, he would cast wide this net of meticulous
action. For example, his diplomatic instructions to American
foreign service officers concerning their duties are consid-
ered to be masterful. Illustrative of this is an 1818 instruc-

tion to George Washington Campbell, American consul in Russia,

in which Adams takes time to delineate that Campbell's duties
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are intimately related to the history of United States trade
relations with Russia; the trading practices of the Russian
merchants; the possible role of Russia as a naval power; and
possible Anglo-Russian conflict in the Northwest, all in copi-
ous detail?SSuch meticulousness and richness of ideas truly
represented the Lockean effectuation of freedom. He could act,
and he knew his actions would have effect.,

He would now apply his mind, broadcast, in an environment
where will and action could often follow each other in order to
produce change or interaction. This change could be defined by
three concepts of Locke: (1) The self as thought and action;
(2) The vital necessity for producing property; and (3) Know-
ledge as the state of being certain?6

In order to determine how Adams produced this synthesis
in his thoughts and actions between the philosophical and the
pragmatic, there will now be an analysis of one of his most
important acts as Secretary of State--the formulation of the
Monroe Doctrine. He began to formulate it as early as January,
1819, when he advocated that the United States should recognize
the new Latin American governments, and that Great Britain
should do likewise in concert with the Americans?7By this act,
which warned against European interference in Latin American
affairs (and also sought to bind Great Britain by principle so
that ig would not acquire the former Spanish colonies for
itselg), these new republics, recently having forcefully

severed their ties with Spain, and unused to governing them-

selves in a responsible manner, could be brought into the con-



27

cert of nations.

However, the evolution of the Doctrine from its first
formulation to when it was decided upon by President Monroe in
1823 was complex, ref¥cting its varying antecedents in thought
and action. Its first explicit statement came in a conversation
between Adams and Baron Tuyl, Russian Minister to the United
States, in which Adams stated that he expected that Russia
would not encroach upon the North American continent, and in
return, that the United States would not interfere in European
affairs?9He would utilize this principle of the mutual exclu-
sion of national sovereignty many times in carrying out his
plans for America's destiny.

These plans required a seamless definition of the self as
thought and action, or the causing to carry through of a policy
as a direct result of intellect and will. In defining the self
as thought and action, Locke considered action to be an active
power which effectuates the passive power of thought by produc-
ing an effect as the active manifestation of that thought which
originated as an impression from sométhing extrinsié?oThis
extrinsic impression is refashioned by the mind into an entity
which is paradigmatically derived from what produced it, but
bears little resemblance to that. Richness of thought and rich-
ness of action interact in a type of free variation of ideas
and perceptions to lend the thinker a greater and greater
degree of self-definition as will, the whole determining the
degree of freedom one possesses. One can see how this freedom

of action, in Adams' case, in interaction with a freedom of
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thought derived from the multitude of ways and applications of
the paradigmatic concept of "Britain as the arrogant aggressor”,
lent him an individual profile--and will--in driving through his
individual concept of the Monroe Doctrine.

An impe%us for that anger which Adams possessed in regard
to the British was provided by a confidential letter from George
Canning, the British Foreign Secretary, to Richard Rush, the
American Minister to Great Britain, which suggested that a joint
Anglo-American declaration be promulgated,'declaring that the
Spanish recovery of its South American colonies which had suc-
cessfully revolted was hopelesé?lPresident Monroe apparently
favored the proposal, but Adams consistently opposed any joint
action with the Britisi?zHe had to take into account many fac-
tors which determined his actions towards Spain, and European
intervention would have the potential for bringing forth a sys-
tematic matrix of actions. For example, the reactionary Holy
Alliance creéted the spectre of European intervention in Latin

103
America in the interest of reimposing the gtatus guo ante. At

same time, the United States was in a delicate relationship
with Spain over the question of a potential American conquest
of its non-revolting American colony, Cub;?4Moreover, Adams was
afraid that should the United States agree to the British pro-
posal for joint intervention, it would find itself at a dis-
tinct disadvantage because of the vastly greater British mili-
tary power. Indeed, such an intervention would probably result

in the former Spanish colonies falling to Britain, or the

United States, nolens volens, supporting a closed system of Bri-
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105
tish commercial imperialism in regard to Latin America.

Again, one can see how fearful Adams was that America
would be subordinated to the exigencies of British power and
British policy. This imperial control would obviously be detri-
mental to the development of a mature sense of freedom among
the people of the new Latin American republics. Being politic-
ally immature, these people lacked the actuality (as opposed to
the potentiality) of reason in their dealings with the outside
world--and with each other. According to Locke, human freedom
is based upon man's reason, by which he can interpret the sen-
sory information from which the richness of ideas arises, aﬁd
discover the law of nature. This law of nature expresses the
obligation through which this freedom receives its intention
and meaniné?éFurthermOre, the people of Latin America, untu-
tored in the blessings of freedom and reason, would be awash in
sin, for the ultimate source of man's reason is Goé?7Thus, the
denial of reason would take on a moral dimension, and in regard
to these emerging nations, there can be no doubt that Adams
considered their independence from this perspective. In writing
of the new South American republic of Colombia, for example, he
expressed these views:
The republic of Colombia, if permanently organized to
embrace the whole territory which it now claims, and
blessed with a government effectually protective of the
rights of its people, is undoubtedly destined to become
hereafter one of the mightiest nations of the earth.

He goes on to describe'Colombia's location, resources, and

other features. Then:

But it is the man placed in a Paradise like this that
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nature with her loudest voice exclaims, 'God to thee has

done his part--do thine' . . . . If the natural advanta-

ges bestowed upon the Columbian territory were to be

improved by its inhabitants only for purposes of empire

that which nature has bestowed as a blessing upon them

would in its consequences prove a curse inflicted upon

the rest of mankind.108

However, in addition to these proximately moral views,

Adams has expressed another Lockean concept. In this statement,
the beneficient use of the environment takes on a teleological
import, as he believed that the progressive improvement in the
condition of man was the purpose of a superintending Goé?gAnd,
intimately related to this view was the Lockean concept of prop-
erty. By property, Locke meant life, liberty, and property, in
that property is what man extracts from nature by his own
efforts and fashions for his own sustenancé}olife and liberty
being the inevitable result. In short, it is the material result
of the «free variation” in which one engages with ideas as the
definer of self. It is thus another delineator of self, of free-
dom and happiness in the individual, and of the will of God. It
is the radius of freedom extracted from an often reluctant envi-
ronment. This linking of reason with morality, and, in turn,
with the obligation to beneficially improve the environment, was
a Lockean synthesis which marked John Quincy Adams' Latin Ameri-
can policies. Two further examples of his thinking in this area
are illustrative. The first consists of a portion of a letter to
Smith Thompson, Secretary of the Navy: "But while the Government
of the United States have thus taken every occasion offered them

in the course of events to manifest their good wishes in favor

of the South Americans, they have never lost sight of the obli-
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gations incumbent on them, as avowedly neutral to the contest
between them and Spain%*lThe second consists of a portion of a
letter to Joagquin de Anduaga, Spanish Minister to the United
States: "It is the mere acknowledgement of existing facts, with
the view to the regular establishment with the Nations newly
formed, of those relations, political and commercial, which it
is the moral obligation of civilized and Christian Nations to
entertain reciprocally with one another?%zMoralism and pragmat-
ism were seamlessly interweaved.

The question must now arise as to how such thinking could
be applied to the governments of these nations themselves.
According to Locke, in the formation of the state, the indivi-
dual entered into an agreement not only to obey the government,
but also to submi% his property to the jurisdiction of that
government. But Locke stated thst governments exist as agents
to secure properté%BTherefore, governments exist not so much to
impose restraint as to facilitate the self-individualization of
the person as one who is defined, and whose freedom is defined
by, the ability to accumulate property. By taking upon them-
selves the function of guarantor of property, governments thus
obligated themselves to act in a reasonable manner, and thus in
accordance with God's will, in order to guarantee man's intel-
lectual freedom, the power to acquire and manipulate ideas.
Paraphrasing Locke: "If man is the creature of God, he is the
property of God. But, he can only be the property of God if God
owns his body, his work, ané his product, which are an exten-

114
sion of the person." The right to property would therefore be
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of divine origin. Moreover, because each person is a product of
God, he must preserve himself in order that such work not be
defiled. Thus, Locke called for the protection of property as
a moral imperative-~property as what inheres to the individual
and, by implication, property as it comprises the totality of
the state. This state Locke defined as the exclusive right to a
particular part of the earth's surfacé%5Hence, from the previ-
ous argument it may be concluded that only states which protect
property are moral states, and only moral states have a right
to exist.

From this it may be stated that as far as Adams was con-

cerned, in order for the moral imperative to have effect, the

sanctum sanctorum of property, protected by the state, should

not be interfered with, and the protection of property and the
preservation of territorial integrity were synonymous. The
Latin American states should be left alone. He strove to put
this policy into effect. Again, illustrative of this was his
strenuous objection to amending a dispatch to Richard Rush con-
cerning the official reply to Foreign Secretary Canning's pro-
posal of joint Anglo-American action to protect the new Latin
American republics. The amendment appeared to admit that the
United States would not object to an arrangement by which spe-
cial favors, or even a restoration of authority, could possibly
be conceded to Spain. Such ingerference could not be allowed.
The amendments were rejecteé% ,

With the free variation of thought and the moral impera-

tive in regard to allowing the Latin American nations to deve-
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lop unhindered depicted, it would now be appropriate to examine
the structure of this process in Lockean terms, and to provide
further examples of it concerning the Monroe Doctrine. The free
variation in Adams' manipulation of ideas, in this instance,
proceeding from a firm basis in the acute perception of rela-
tionships, was redolent of the Lockean belief in intuitive know-
ledge as the perception of the agreement or the disagreement of
two ideas, immediately by themselves, without the intervention
of any other ideaé?78uch a manipulation of ideas would consist
primarily of the analysis of the consequences of those intui-
tively perceived relationships. To Adams, one of these relation-
ships consisted of his profound understanding of Europe and its
connection with the New Worlé%sAt the same time, it may be said
that this very intuitive facility was the result of profound
-study, experience, and analysis, the product of assiduous
effort, so much so that the result would be an instant grasp of
the paradigmatic. Indeed, he provided himself with the richness
of ideas to make this possible at an early age because of his
varied and comprehensive education. Therefore, at each stage of
his analytical thinking, Adams conformed to Locke's belief that
each part of a process of reasoning must be supported by intui-
tive evidencé%9

This acquisition of knowledge as the state of being cer-
tain led him to a degree of belief in values which could almost
be accounted religious dogma. A manifestation of these beliefs

was his diplomatic correspondence, which was, like most of his

writings, based upon profound knowledge and careful study. As a
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case-in-point concerning the Monroe Doctrine, there is his 1823
letter to Richard C. Anderson, American Minister to Spain, in
which an intuitive grasp of the inevitability of human progress
is combined with an intuitive belief in the efficacy of princi-
pPle as the guiding force in international relations. A few pas-
sages are illustrative of Adams' thinking as he applies princi-
pPle to an empirical situation: "The European alliance of emper-
ors and kings have assumed as the foundation of human society
the doctrine of unalienable allegiance. Our doctrine is founded
upon the principle of unalienable right." Or: "Civil, politi-
cal, commercial and religious liberty are but various modifica-
tions of one great principle founded in the unalienable rights
of human nature, and before the universal application of which
the colonial domination of Europe over the American hemisphere
has fallen, and is crumbling into dust%%OOne can discern here
the manner in which the activating idea of principle formed the
unifying force of the ideas of Adams, lending them a paradigma-
tic mixed mode integration as knowledge. The process was dis-
tinctly redolent of'Locke, and produced a distinct force of
action. The lionroe Doctrine--largely the handiwork of Adams,
especially the non-colonization paragraph--was enunciated by
President Monroe in a message to Congress on December 2, 182;?1
But there were other ideas of Locke which John Quincy
Adams strove to apply. One of these was the question of order
in relation to God's will. It was a question which the acquisi-

tion of Florida brought out for him, because he regarded the

signing of the treaty with Spain which brought this about to be
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the most important act of his life, a working out of divine pro-
videncé?zIt represented for him the transfer of sovereignty from
the chaotic will of a monarch to the ordered will of a govern-
ment which was a social compact governed by reason: an ordering
of reality according to the will of God, for the happiness of
man. Concomitantly, it is not surprising that he believed that
Europe was incorrigibly corrupt, and an adherent of outmoded
political practices, and that he was concerned for moral order
and the community of mei?jThe bringing into being of this moral
order resided in treaties, the use of military forces, and other
means. The treaty with Spain was signed on February 22, 1819,
after long and acrimonious negotiations between Adams and Don
Luis de Onis, It not only ceded Florida to the United States, it
defined the national borders in an exceedingly advantageous Xay
by favorably rectifying the limits of the Ladsiana Purchasé? It
also provided for the American government to assume all the
claims of its citizens against Spain up to $5 million, and to
renounce all claims to Texaé?SWith these measures, the social
compact would now hold sway over an unprecedentedly wider area--
an area in which reason and the will of God would prevail.
Instead of the imbalance of human forces manifested in greed and
malevolence, and institutionalized in monarchical rule, there
would be order based upon rational choices, and justice in
treatment and in the allocation of resources. There would be
governmental and behavioral stability, for, as %ggke maintained,

justice and truth are the common ties of society.

In order to understand precisely why and how Adams
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acquired Florida for the United States, his actions must be
explained in terms of these precepts. In 1818, because of the
depredations of Indian raiders from Florida upon adjacent Amer-
ican territory and populations, General Andrew Jackson was dis-
patched with a military force to pursue them across the border.
He occupied Pensacola, executed Arbuthnot and Armbrister, Brit-
ish subjects who had assisted the Indians, and performed other
military acts to restore ordei?7To Don Luis de Onis, Adams
defended Jackson's actions and urged Spain to honor the 1795
treaty with the United States in which Spain pledged to res-
train the Indians in its colonie;?SAt once, one can see that

the question of order arises. There was concern on the part of

Adams for both the restoration of the status gquo ante, in which

at least the simulacrum of order prevailed, though it may not
have been inherent, and the sanctity of treaties as freely-
contracted obligations. In the latter instance, if the condi-
tions under which the treaty was contracted had changed, the
United States, as one of the freely-contracting parties, would
have had the right to renounce that treaty and to act to defend
itself in the interest of self-preservatioé?gAdams was quite
explicit about this. In an 1818 letter to George William Erving
he definitively condemned the Indians as savages, and declared
that it was the duty of the United States government to protect
its people and their propert;?oHere, in effect, he sought to
utilize the power of the United States to bring about a condi-

tion of order in which men would not give way to their passions

and act in a manner contrary to the law of nature. To Locke,
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this law of nature was tantamount to the law of God, which is
discerned by human reasoé?lAnd, it is by reason that men deter-
mine precisely what their own best interests ari?zThis process
of determination is a function of the creative manipulation and
interchange of ideas within a social environment. With such an
arrangement deterﬁining judgements of value, voluntary associa-
tion, and hence, an ordered psychological environment free of
the negative emotional perturbations and inconsistencies of
value characterizing non-social existence, must be implied.
Therefore, to Locke, without the law of nature~-and of God, and
without the contractual consent of the members of that society,
no social organization could be acceptable. Indeed, to Locke,
the idea of consent was central to the very constitution of
societ;?BJohn Quincy Adams held similar views. He believed that
the first moral element of civil government was sympathy among
the members who comprise i%?uThere is thus brought about a
state of order, both in terms of action and in terms of thought.
With such unshakable moral beliefs forming so important a
part of his world-view, it is not surprising that Adams vigor-
ously defended Jackson's actions, even in the face of the oppo-~
sition of President Monroe, Treasury Secretary William Crawford,
War Secretary John C. Calhoun, and Attorney General William
Wir%?SAndrew Jackson was, in effect, the moral agent who sought
to impose--or reimpose--a state of interactive equilibrium
among the members of the society delimited by the boundaries of

Florida. In such an environment, again in a state of moral

order, each person could pursue, by reason, his own means of
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self-fulfillment. And, because of this, it may be said that
Jackson was the unknowing actor bringing about a condition that
Adams favored. This favor was backed by a powerful will marked
by the belief that by his interpretation of divine thouggt, he
could covenent with God, and thereby regenerate mankiné?

But Florida was merely the prelude to the far larger
question of the acquisition of the Oregon Territory. This was a
complicated affair which involved not only Spain, but also Bri-
tain and Russia, and formed the grand theater within which
Adams' Lockean ideas concerning the state as an ordered moral
covenant could be played out. His desire to acquire this terri-
tory lay deep in his belief that it was in the order of nature
that the moral improvement of man should keep pace with the
multiplication of his physical capacities, comforts, and enjoy-
menté?7Consequently, because of such a belief, it is not sur-
pPrising that Adams alone among American statesmen understood
the value of the Northwes%?STo his way of thinking, only the
Americans possessed this capacity in the highest degree, and
this multiplicative effort was intimately related to the capa~
city to improve the environment by the creation and acquisition
of private propert;?gTo Locke, property amounted to an indivi-
dual's moral power over his own, as it was.his labor which
acquired and‘"encloses.it from the common%?OConsequently, Adams
may be said to have wished that as much of the North American
continent as possible be placed under the improving hand of the

American people so that the ordered, reasoned moral communitas

would be as large as possible so that God's will could be done
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as grandly as possible.

To accomplish this, Adams, both personally and through sub-
ordinates, engaged in what turned out to be a complex series of
negotiations, sometimes alone; at other times in combination
with other negotiations, such aégkhose involving the Spanish
cession, or the rectification of the American-Canadian border.
Again, one may think of the intellectual processes of Adams as a
free variation of ideas, or what Locke thought of as the putting
togezher of simple ideas in new ways in order to produce complex
one;.lThe complex idea of Adams was that of an integrated soci-
ety rescued from the separate corruptions of particular European
societies. The power to bring forth this idea lay in the ability
t0 place under consideration ideas whiéh were out of sight, and
to do this at one's own choice, and then to compare which of
them one considered fit. Thought would be followed by action in
order to bring the idea into effect?zAdams was therefore a per-
son whose individuality was integrated by that complex idea

"America as a social compact", so much so that he could stand up

to any adversity. In his own words from the Lectures on Rhetoric

and Oratory: "The most strenuous energies of the human mind . .
are always employed, where they are instigated by the stimulus
of the highest :::‘ewards;%l:'F Again, there was the free will under
stimulus of incentive--the moral and the pragmatic combined. It
is'well that he thought this way because it would not be for
many years yet before the United States would acquire the Oregon

Territory.
As an illustration of Adams' determination to bring about
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this synthesis of ideas in reality, one may again cite the 1818
letter to George William Erving:

Your authority and instructions are amply sufficient for B

the conclusion of a treaty and no alteration of them is

deemed necessary. It is, however, to be remarked that

the impression upon the public opinion of this country,

of our unquestionable right to the Rio Bravo as the wes-

tern boundary, is from day to day becoming stronger, and

you will give it very distinctly to be understood, that

in offering now to agree by treaty to the substitute of

the Colorado, the United States will not hold themselves

bound to abide by the same offer at any future period.144
From what has been previously stated about Adams, it is evident
that this statement was expressed out of a profound conviction
of moral superiority. In terms of Locke, this action, and the
complex of other actions determining his pursuit of this pol-
icy, sprang from an "uneasiness" which was a function of the
perceived moral necessity to bring about the intended result--
a United States which embraced both the Atlantic and Pacific
coasts. Locke summed up this perception by maintaining that the
greatest positive good dztermines uneasiness, and that uneasi-

145
ness determines the will.
Compelled by a moral imperative of such scale and inten-

sity, Adams was equally determined the following year. In a
letter to Onis he stated”. . . the proposal to draw the western
boundary line between the United States and the Spanish terri-
tories on this continent from the source of the Missouri to the
Columbia River cannot be admitted. I have to add . . . this
government repeats the proposal contained in my letter to you
of 31st October last; . « « But if your powers are incompetent
to accept either of these offers, the President thinks it use-~

146
less to pursue the discussion any further." His intransigence
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bore fruit. The treaty was signed in 1819.

Within this same complex of actions adumbrated by the
moral imperative of American territorial expansion, John Quincy
Adams also dealt with Russia concerning trade and the Pacific
coastal boundaries. As early as 1783 he had had a negative L
opinion of that country, and in particular, its despotic rulé.7
However, his views subsequently moderated, particularly when he
was American Minister in St. Petersburg. Indeed, he grew to
praise Tsar Alexander I for his restrained European policies in
regard to the Holy Alliancé?BNevertheless, a mildly positive
view of Russia was not allowed to bring about an acgquiescence
in Russian attempts to claim the northwestern Pacific coast of
North America. Again, Adams' concept of the expansion of the
American moral covenant could not be denied. In an 1822 letter
to the Russian Foreign Mihister, Pierre de Politica, he firmly
rejected the Russian claim that its sovereignty extended all
the way to the fifty-first degree of north latitude and to
within one hundred Italian miles of the coast, citing as rea-
sons the right to navigate those waters as an inherent right of
national independence, and the right of American citizens to
trade with the Indians in the are;?9Here, Adams obviously
wished to establish a future American right of property. The
people of the United States should be free to extract from the
environment (in this case, by trade) what was necessary for
their sustenance, and to produce property from it. The tangible

realization of this right was provided by the American vessels

which hunted the sea otter, and which, by their presence,
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afforded the United States maritime supremacy on the Pacific
coasi?o

With this, it remains only to discuss some of John Quincy
Adams' prelimihary sparring with the British over the Oregon
Territory and other matters. Again, his adamant position would
eventually have an effect--the complete transfer of that terri-
tory to the United States. However, this would only occur many
years lgter as an event witnessed by John Quincy Adams, Con-
gressman.

In the negotiations over Oregon his Anglophobia once
again manifested itself. It was evident both because he. was
against monarchies in general, stating quite categorically, "In
the theories of the Crown and the Mitre man had no rights*?land
because he beliéved that Britain had sought to retard the full
development of the potential of the American political realm as
a social compact by first holding on to its American colonies
as long as possible, and then by continuing to adopt an arro-
gant attitude in its relationship with a now independent United
States. For example, in an 1816 letter to his father, he stated
that "Wherever British influence extends, it is busy to blacken
us in every possible mannerf.'s'2

As an illustration of this British abuse, one can study
the matter of trade. Trade was quite important to Locke, as he
maintained that it was very important in promoting the wealth
and power of a natioé?BAdams was in perfect accord with this.

This favorable attitude towards trade was bound up with the

recurring concept of property. The more goods, the more wealth
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acquired by trade, the more a nation has to utilize in regard
to manufacturing and acquiring property, or that which insures
the survivability of that society. The British frustration of
American trade designs may be looked upon as yet another method
used by the British to frustrate the full development of the
American society as a social compact. In a letter to Albert
Gallatin and Benjamin Rush, American negotiators of an Anglo-
‘American trade agreement in 1818, dealing in part with the Bri-
tish denial of American commerce with its West Indies colonies,
Adams stated: "When the British ministry say against all this
(trade with the West Indies), our ancestors established a sys-
tem and therefore we must maintain it, we may reply, if your
ancestors establish a system in defiance of the laws of nature,
it is your interest and your dufy to abolish it. But who can
overlook or be blind to the changes of circumstances of the
establishment and growth of the United States as an independent
power . . %éuThe obvious implication here is that the United
States was in conformance with the law of nature, and that
Great Britain was not.

According to Adams, an even more blatant example of this
transgressive behavior was British intransigence in the complex
and protracted dispute over the final ownership of the Oregon
Territory. In that same letter to Gallatin and Rush, he stated
that "the new pretension (after the disputateous negotiations
at Ghent) however, of disputing our title to the settlement at
the mouth of Columbia River, either indicates a design on their

part to encroach by new establishments of their own upon the



LL

forty-ninth parallel of latitude, south of which they can have
no valid claim upon this continent, or it manifests a Jjealousy
of the United States, a desire to check the progress of our
settlement, qf which it might have been supposed that experi-
ence would béfore this day have relieved them}é5He could well
believe in the ultimate futility of the British attempts to
frustrate American settlement in Oregon, as he believed in the
Biblical command to "be fruitful and multiply” in its sanction
of the supposed superior right of the American people to the
area as compared with that of the British agent, the Hudson's
Bay Compan;?éHe was thus prepared to prolong the diplomatic
stalemate. He could picture Oregon ever more completely occu-
Pied by ever larger numbers of Americans. Every visualization
6f quantum increase; every visualization of new national prero-
gatives springing forth as a function of the increasing num-
bers; every visualization of the concomitant decline of British
power in the area--they all represented expressions of self,
and Adams' projection of himself into the future. This was, as
Locke would put it, the continuation of individual existence
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commensurate with the succession of ideas in the mind.



THE LOCKEAN BASIS OF THE FOREIGN POLICY OF PRESIDENT
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS

There will now be an examination of the foreign policy of
John Quincy Adams in terms of Lockean content, essentially as
a. extension of his work as Secretary of State, and as a
reflection of a Lockean concept of the Chief Executive. That
is, Locke treated foreign policy as the "Federative Power",
which is gormally exercised by the head of state without subor-
dinatioé? Likewise, Adams believed that the President was the
supreme power in foreign affairs. For example, when he was Pre-
sident, he resented a Senate request for papers that required
him to ‘designate which of them were relevant to current negoti-
ations and should therefore remain secret, maintaining that
this was a violation of the rules on executive businesé?9

As President then, Adams had to deal with many of the
same problems he had dealt with as Secretary of State. They
involved the stability and independence of the new Latin Ameri-
can republics; relations with France; and relations with Great
Britain concerning the Oregon Territory, trade, and boundary
rectifications. In addition, there were the problems of Greece,
and of Cuba, a Latin American dependency which had remained in
Spanish hands after other Spanish colonies in the New World had
revolted. Throughout, analysis of each of these problems will
again be in terms of such Lockean concepts as: (1) The state as

a condition of moral order; (2) The self as defined by con-

b5
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sciousness; (3) The self as thought and action; and (4) Know-
ledge as the product of mind. These and subsidiary concepts pro-
vided a conceptual framework for a program of foreign relations
that was at once both morally and pragmatically in the national
interest. Theegésult of such an ethic was a spirit of inventive-
ness and political compromisi?oHowever, interaction among men
within a Lockean framework would also produce moral restraint,
and because of Adams' profound moral sense, his pragmatism was
modified. As a result, his policies were characterized by an
essential honesty--as President, as well as, indeed, as Secre-
tary of State--for which he was widely respected by the diploma-
tic community both in Washington and in Europé?lln terms of
Locke, his éoncept‘of a foreign policy of equanimity was a mixed
mode synthesis of ideas which produced a conceptual strucfure
that was independent of the exigencies of empirical reality.
This combination of morality and pragmatism was also dem-
onstrated in Adams' Secretary of State, Henry Clay. Like the
President, he believed in balance and harmony in foreign
affairs. But, whereas Adams relied upon conscience to impose
order, Clay relied more upon creative calculatioé?zln effect,
their working relationship involved a dyadic Lockean synthesis.
At this point it would be relevant to discuss the ques-
tion of the so-called "corrupt bargain" wherein Adams was sup-
posedly electorally supported by Clay in the House of Represen-
tatives, where the 1824 Presidential election had been thrown

when none of the candidates had received a majority of elec-

toral votes, in exchange for being named Secretary of State.
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Actually, it would appear that there was a conceptual interact-
ion between the two men which presaged their subsequent rela-
tionship. For example, their thinking in foreign affairs had
expanded well beyond the merely regional outlooks characteris-
tic of the other candidates, Crawford and Jackson. Its basis
was the exploitation of the initiatives of the Monroe Doctgine
163

in order to lend a positive effect to the course of change. In
effect, such a policy represented a Lockgin emphasis upon

1
action as the best evidence of principle.

In order to determine precisely how much congruence there
indeed was between the thinking of the two men, Adams did
arrange a meeting, however. He described it in his diary:

Mr. Clay . . . spent the evening with me in a long con-

versation explanatory of the past and prospective of the

future « « « He wished me, as far as I might think pro-

per, to satisfy him with regard to some principles of

great public importance, but without any personal consi-

derations for himself. In the question to come before

the House between General Jackson, Mr. Crawford, and

myself, he had no hesitation in saying that his prefer-

ence would be for me. 165
The decision appears to have rested upon issue and belief,
rather than corrupt patronage. What is more, the writer of a
then anonymous letter accusing Adams and Clay of such corrup-
tion, Representative George Kremer of Pennsylvania, later could
not, or would not, substantiate the charge before the House
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investigatory committee which Clay had requested. Consequently,
one may at least surmise that belief and conscience were far
more evident here than sheer raw pragmatism.

A clue to the characteristics of Adams' conscience can be

found in his attitude towards obtaining that very Presidency
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itself. In order for there to be an absence of evil consequen-
ces accruing from his actions, there had to be equanimity of
effort. Therefore, if he were to be elected President, it would
have to be as the result of actions which did not cause strife
and animosity. An 1818 passage from his diary is illustrative:

He (Everett) also asked me if I was determined to do

nothing with a view to promote my future election to

the Presidency as the successor of Mr. Monroe. I told

him I should do absolutely nothing. He said that as

others would not be so scrupulous, I should not stand

upon equal footing with them. I told him that was not

my fault---my business was to serve the public to the

best of my abilities in the station assigned to me,

and not to intrigue for further advancement . . . 167
Within a Lockean framework, his universe of moral beliefs, in
interaction with his analytical mind, produced an integrated
paradigmatic envisioned structure of actions by the buildup of
simple ideas, existing passively in his mind, into complex
ideas. The dynamic of their combining and recombining pro-
duced gg outline of action, which could be powerfully put into

1
effect.

This contained power of the mind was intimately related
to intellectual and moral autonomy, which Adams possessed in
abundance. In this instance, it focused upon an unwillingness to
make political'deals, as he stated: "If that office (the Presi-
dency) was to be the price of cabal and intrigue, of purchasing
newspapers, bribing by appointments, or bargainéng for foreign
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missions, I had no ticket in that lottery . . " A rigid moral
belief here may be said to have caused Adams to produce, by a

combination and recombination of ideas concerning the degrading

consequences of alternative patterns of actions, a will to
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resolve the uneasiness attendant to the temptations involved in
wishing to be the President of the United States. From that
resolution of uneasiness it would simply be one more logical
step to project that effort to resolve contending forces into
the social reality as a whole. An abstract balancing of social
forces would be the justification for his effort as President,
which would, in turn, regulate his desires, or personal ambi-
tions. Rationality would be used to regulate all activities,
both public and private, in a grand moral state. And, with
this, there would also be a further strong abstract reason why
he could never have entered into the "corrupt bargain”.

In an individual sense, moral certainty was produced. For
Adams, this could only have been the equivalent of knowledge.
In a Lockean sense, moral knowledge, since it comes from God,
is capable of real certainty, which is the perception of the
agreement or disagreement of ideas. Moral ideas are complete,
and hence, the perception of the agreement or disagreement 4
among them produces real knowledge, unalloyed by misperception'.?O
This certainty, in Adams' case, took on a Puritan cast, and
guided his actions. Indeed, in 1826, he engaged in a public
profession of faith, a tradition which had originated with the
Puritan;?lBy actively seeking the Presidential nomination, he
would be lending credibility to faction, or political party,
thereby lending legitimacy to conditions marking a departure
from the homogeneously moral. The synthesis of true knowledge,
and its resultant actions, would not occur.

In a more wide-ranging sense, a moralistic synthesis of
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balance was characteristic of his "American System" in both
foreign and domestic affair;?zln the former, a good example of
this would be the Monroe Doctrine. This document transformed
the Lockean principles of self-determination, self-identifica-
tion, and self-protection into the three ideological norms of
American foreign polic;?BIt meant that a Lockean atmosphere of
moral order in which reason prevailed would apply to the entire
Western hemisphere, free of European interference. The United
States would be hegemonous as the proclaimer to mankind of the
inextinguishable rights of human nature, and the only lawful
foundations of governmen%?ulndeed, American diplomats in Latin
America, under Adams' administration, operated within this con-
ceptioé?s R

At the same time, in a pragmatic synthesis characteristic
of Locke, Adams believed in a balance of power among nations,
an interactive state controlled by the reasonable perceptions
and actions of reasonable men. It would be a projection of the
moral person into the international sphere. Morélity implys
reciprocity, for only in this can respect for rights such as
individuality and prOperty be maintained, while at the same
time preserving an atmosphere of freedom in which one can
accomplish one's aims. With such a firm moral basis, Adams
could have no doubt about the pragmatic aims with which such a
morality was alloyed. At the same time, the adherence to such a
synthesis meant that he could be an expansionist and an iggeri-

alist, but in the name of an idealism of anti-imperialsim. This

ability to combine contradictions of thought and action into a
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mixed mode synthesis was a measure of the power and flexibility
of his mind.

Trade was a policy which manifested this. For Adams, its
basic tenets were reciprocal equality of access to the world's
markets in time of peace, and a preservation of neutral rights
to that freedom of trade in times of wa;?7Trade would be based
upon complex and involved ideas resulting from the gathering of
data from trade, simple ideas, and the powerful combining of
the empirical and the imaginative into concepts which were both
abstract and applicable. Indeed, according to Locke, general
and certain truths could only be founded upon the dispositions
and relations of abstract,ideaé?8The true conception here would
be a workable paradigm which would accomodate many contingen-
cies of reality in order to bring about not only a conceptual
enrichment for those immediately involved by opening up new
opportunities for the reception of ideas and perceptions, but
also a national enrichment. This controlling paradigm would
exist as a sense of moral imperative which would project beyond
experience into an integral view of the world. This view would
grow out of the non-relativism of moral concepts, which exist
as immutably as the axioms of geometri?gand which are therefore
balanced and non-deformable in their application. This was
reflected in the thinking of John Quincy Adams, as he regarded
every public measure subjecfgg to his consideration as essenti-

ally a Euclidean proposition. Such balanced thinking extended

into the reality of nations meant that all of them were equal

in regard to their external relations.
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However, this type of thinking was put to a severe test
when he dealt with the issue of trade with the British West
Indies colonies. Adams regarded this problem, and the right to
colonial trade in general, to be, next to impressment, the most
important problem between Great Britain and the United States
since American independence had been woé?lln this instance, he
was obliged to deal with statesmen who had perhaps not yet
reconciled themselves to American independence, and who were,
as a result, not yet ready to concede that the two countries
were equals. The British statesmen, in effect, refused to con-
éeive of the United States as a moral person, an entity posses-
sing ethical legitimacy. According to Locke, ethical concepts
are mixed modeé?zIn this usage, they are scattered and indepen-
dent ideas which are put together by the mind. They have no
relationship to real being;?BThey are universals, applicable in
a protean manner. Thus, Locke believed that universals are made
only when the mind abstracts, and abstraction is a mental oper-
ation which is distinct from sensatioé?uNevertheless, before
the ethical concept of the moral person could be synthesized, a
balanced series of conceptualizations, unailoyed by prejudices,
would have to occur, because the cognate ideas would be derived
from empirical models. These empirical models were obviously
negatively one-sided, involving memories of defeat in war, the
betrayal of British institutions by a people who once called
themselves Englishmen, and so forth. These empirically-derived

ideas obviously could not be made to form the mixed mode of

which the ethical concept consisted. An unbalanced synthesis
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was the result; a syncretic concept involving a portrait of the
United States as evil--despite the non-empirical potential of
the mixed mode--rather than as an inherent constituent of a
world moral order. And, since actions would put into effect
such ideas, reciprocity of trade could not be accepted by the
British as a policy with their one-time colony.

These ideas in mind, the British began to deal with the
Americans over the issue of trade with their West Indies colo-
nies. In this, they effected a supercilious assumption of supe-
riorit;?SIt was emotional, perhaps with a degree of revenge in
mind. On the other hand, John Quincy Adams dedicated himself to
a painstaking regulation of his activities in this sphere, as
in all others, by conscience and a goal-oriented rationality.
The goal in this case was trade expansion, which heéand his
Secretary of State, Henry Clay, would work.toward;?

Adams' dealings with the British had reached back through
his tenure as Secretary of State to his efforts as chief Ameri-
can negotiator at Ghent in 1814. That has already been touched
upon. And, they had always proved refractory. Nevertheless, the
two countries had carried on a flourishing trade for years.
After Ghent, he had signed a commercial convention of trade
reciprocity in London which reflected this, and remained the
legal basis for commercial relations between the two countries
throughout this perioé??What is more, on June 24, 1821, Parlia-
ment had passed an act which had opened certain British North

American ports to commercial American vessels. In return, Pres-

ident Monroe had proclaimed American ports open to British ves-
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sels employed in trade between the United States and the West
Indie;?BHere, because of the mutual perception of similar ideas,
in regard to trade and other matters, there was at least the
possibility of effecting a synthesis of a mixed mode of moral
perception, which would have, in time, perhaps led to a belief
in reciprocity arising in other areas. The possibility of a
significant easing of tensions between the two nations presented
itself.

However; such an occurrence was not to be, at least during
the 1817 to 1829 period, when John Quincy Adams controlled Amer-
ican foreign policy. For example, according to the 1821 Act,
Britain retained certain protective duties which gave advantages
to the commerce of her North American colonies in the West
Indieé?9What is more, Britain ignored the fact that the trade
was strictly limited to certain enumerated colonial ports for
American vessels and to certain enumerated articles, which
excluded New England products such as fish and salted provi-
sions, and that the United States did not gain access to the
indirect traffic through the West Indieé?o

One result of this egregious situation was the fact that
tensions were heightened between New England, which relied heav-
ily on-fisheries, and the rest of the country, which was agri-
culturai?lcentrifugal forces were at work, militating against
the concept of the moral state. The fixed integrity of that
moral concept had to be maintained for the mixed mode of moral

perception to exist. According to Locke, power and action form

the greatest part of the mixed modes, and have the greatest
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effect upon the mind. The actors in this instance would be New
Englanders. The balanced, integral rationality of the moral
perception would be, with this, the victim of empirical exi-
gency existing independently of its empirical complement, i.e.,
the other areas of the country. Action had to be faced with
counteraction. The synthesis of the moral state had to be
allowed to proceed, certainly before its wvalues could be inte-
grated enough to be projected over the radius of the entire
hemisphere. Adams acted.

In 1823 Congress, under his direction, opened American
ports to British ships coming from colonial ports, but only
from precisely those ports to which American ships were admit-
teé?BSupposedly. the British would be forced by this to pragma-
tically act in order to produce an actual equilibrium of trade.
There would be a comparison of ideas, this time embodied in
causes and effects, in order to produce models of consequences.
This model would be a mode, called by Locke a relatioi?uwhich
would eventually evolve by a process of comparison into a mode
more nearly resembling that of the moral equilibrium which
Adams envisioned.

However, the situation did not resolve itself in that
direction. Congress had alsq authorized the President to impose
a ten percent discriminator& tariff on colonial goods transpor-
ted in British vessels until Britain eliminated all colonial
preferenceé?SAccordingly, on May 12, 1826, Huskisson, President

of the British Board of Trade, gave a speech before the House

of Commons, in which he stated that his country had been forced
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into a situation of trade reciprocity in the first place
because of the comgulsion of the retaliatory duties enacted by
the United Stateé? Britain then again barred American trade
with its West Indies possessioné?7British prejudices against
Americans had produced an uneasiness in the combining of ideas,
which militated against their resolution in terms of a moral
equilibrium. Essentially, that was what Adams had feared. In
1823 he had informed Richard Rush that he doubted that counter-
vailing American restrictions would enable American vessels to
trade in equal competition with the Britisi?BThe British were
simply not willing to formulate the moral paradigm, or mixed
mode, of reciprocity of trade.

A somewhat similar situation prevailed with France, which
evinced the same type of refractory behavior. But, at the same
time, Adams could view that nation in a more considered light.
For one thing, he saw that while France was cloaking its
actions by rhetoric proclaiming the rights of man, it was_ actu-
ally engaging in plunder and conques%?gHe also considered that,
because of this, French ideology was a radical threat to the
security of the United States, and that France itself was part
of the overal problem of the instability of Europg?oNow, insta-
bility implies irrationality, the greatest enemy of the moral
universe that Adams wished to synthesize. The ideals of revolu-
tionary France may be thought of as a concatenation of simple
impressions and other types of information which were caused to

combine in the mind in ways which did not serve moral ends.

They would not be integrated into an autonomous concept, and
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would lack the balance of moral order. One had only to look to
the example of the Reign of Terror. To Adams, the theories
growing out of the French Revolution were further from true
democracy than the practices of the British House of Commong?1
If those theories were a mixed mogé of a complex form conceptu-
ally inimical to American interests, it had to be because the
simple ideas of which it consisted were themselves inimical to
American interests, since, although the ideas were subjected to
free variation in the mind, that same mind varied collections
of ideas onli?zand not the original characteristics of the
ideas themselves. There were limits to the mind's level of
paradigmatic manipulation. i

Adams sought a way out of the quandary of having the two
most powerful European nations hostile to the United States.
The solution was to use France as a counterweight to Britaiﬁ?3
This idea would represent a congruence of Lockean political and
philosophical ideas. Politically, since the relationships
between nations are not naturally peaceful, like the state of
nature between persons, a balance of power is the only rational
solutioﬁ?uThis condition of balance may be thought of as a
mixed mode conceptualization in which the ideas "Britain" and
"France", with all their attendant characteristics in regard to
the United States, were first combined under the subsumption
"Britain and France" in order to form relations of ideas.
According to Locke, these rgé?tions consist of the considera-

tion and comparison of ideas. They are then combined into ideas

which are given the moral sanction of balance.
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However, on a more mundane level, because of French hos-
tility, there were trade difficulties. In 1822 France, which
had signed a temporary agreement to reciprocally abandon dis-
criminating duties over the next four years, repeatedly
expressed its dissatisfaction with American tariffs on spirits
and silk, and threatened to abrogate the agreement. In 1826 and
1827, after Adams had become President, the French began to
rigidly enforce regulations which levied high tariffs on indi-
rect American traffic. The United States eventually yielded to
such pressure, reducing levies on French imports, such as wine,
and, in effect, creating a barter arrangement, because the
resulting increase in American sales of French products pre-
cisely offset the costs of Amer%can products, such as cotton,
tobacco, and potash, to Francg? It was a forced, and not a nat-
ural reciprocity, and had been purged of any potential for a
moral dimension. Since the basic ideas comprising the two mixed
mode concepts of trade reciprocity were incompatible, and since
mixed modes are abstract and complex concepts, their conceptual
outlines could never be reconciled by empirically-derived
ideas. Either trade was reciprocal, with its moral sanction, or
it was not. The situation was disillusioning, and, in Adams,
such a process produced stubbornness. An entry from his diary
is illustrative:

Mr. Clay brought a written note from the French Minis-
ter, the Baron de Mareuil, requesting that I would
appoint a time when he would come and offer me his con-
gratulations on the New Year and present to me all the
members of his Legation; which I declined . . . Mr.

Clay had prepared an answer, expressing much acknow-
ledgment for the kindness of the Baron, but that no
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usage having warranted such a formality, I did not feel
justified to introduce it. 207

Adams would brook no interference with his concept of moral
order.

With Latin America also, there was an attempt at a genu-
ine reciprocity of trade. Here, again, he called for treatment
on a footing of most-favored, most friendly nation, and empha-
sized that American disagreements with the Latin American
states arose from commercial discriminations which favored
other nations, and privateers and paper blockadeg?SHe pointed
to the commercial treaties which the United States had with
Colombia and Central America as successful efforts to eliminate
such practices and to establish reciprocity. It is important to
note that Adams did not wish for European nations--especially
Great Britain--to establish colonies in Latin America, with
their closed systems of trade, because such a development would
interfere with the existing rights of the United StateS?gHence,
trade considerations may be understood as a factor in the Amer-
ican ability to integrate the Latin American republics into a
moral universe under its leadership. This consideration was
uppermost in the mind of John Quincy Adams. He was little
influenced by the business communiti%o

Balance and equanimity also characterized the efforts of
Adams (and Clay) as they sought to resolve the problem of the
northern boundary of the United States. This was very important
to Adams, as he felt that the selfish and intriguing ggiicies

of Europe were a disturbing influence on American life. The

boundaries of the moral state had to be precisely delimited in
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order to reflect the definitive relinquishment of sovereignty
by the chaotic and immoral monarch to that moral state in which
God's will could be done. What is more, the constant invasion
of foreign (British, Spanish, or Russian) elements across an
inexact border would cause the untoward infusion of inimical
concrete ideas into the thinking of the inhabitants of that
state, thereby delaying the synthesis of the mixed mode
abstract. intellectual entity which comprised the idea of the
moral state, or the state as a moral person. This was an old
problem Adams had faced.

He endeavored to negate this process, especially in view
of the fact that he believed that Great Britain was looking for
territory everywhergfzand because much of his effort was a con-
tinuation of policies he had pursued as Secretary of State.
Therefore, both he and his Secretary of State, Henry Clay,
attempted to bring about a settlement of the Canadian border,
and to define the bounds of American sovereignty over the Ore-
gon Territory. Thus, to Adams, the idea of the moral, rational
state developing and gaining strength, unalloyed by foreign
ideologies, had an air of inevitability. Because of this, he
believed that all North America must, in time, fall into Ameri-
can handg?BThis conviction was, again, an instance of his trust
in the efficacy of reason, as he had confidence in the achieve-
ment ﬁf virtue under the pressure of conscience and inborn
wili% In Lockean terms, the attainment of this state (of the

realization of national destiny) would be the resolution of

some uneasiness, resolving itself into a corporate moral person
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characterized by the sum of the rights of all its members. In
effect, there would be a stable institutionalization of the
Lockean principles of self-determination (the self as thought
and action), self-identification (the self defined by con-
sciuosness), and self-protection (the production of property as
the definer of self?%SAs a corollary of this, since, according
to Logke, if all men have rights, then boundaries are neces-
sar§% the complete distinguishing of America, the moral person,
from a world still largely controlled by chaotic and corrupt
monarchies would inhere in the generalized corporate definition
of those boundaries. What is more, to Adams, this moral person
could then perpetuate itself, for to him, common sympathies
belonged and were indispensable to the relations that were
ordained by nature between the individual and his countr§%7

One area of boundary instability was the northeastern
corner of the United States. Here, Maine and Massachusetts
asserted claims along the St. John River, so much so that an
American settler, John Baker, was arrested by New Brunswick
authorities for holding title to what they considered to be
Canadian territory. Albert Gallatin, American Minister to Bri-
tain, was instructed to submit the dispute to arbitration, an
arrangement completed in September, 182;%8

Again, there was the idea of rational balance. In this
instance, the purpose of the conceptual balance was the obvia-
tion of British hostility by reason, and the delimitation of

the area over which Americans could exercise their will and

their choice in synthesizing those elements from the environ-
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ment necessary for the creation of the moral state. Again, in
producing such a mixed mode, one had to be careful that ideas
derived from a troubled reality--a reality disturbed by the
untoward perception of British power--were not limited in num-
ber and range by such a consideration. Being so limited by a
comparison of British actions with moral rules, for example,
the free variation of ideas needed to produce a mixed mode syn-
thesis could not take place. Such a situation would have been
of particular importance to Locke, as he had human actions,
particularly of moral significance, in mind when he discussed
219
mixed modes. The effects of arbitration offered a greater pos-
sibility for the free variation of ideas than if all American
ideas were simply concepts of British hostility.
The effects of such inimical thinking were obvious. For

example, Adams put this entry in his diary for 1827:

He (Levi Lincoln) spoke of the late correspondence

between his brother Enoch Lincoln, the Governor of

Maine, and the Secretary of State, relating to our con-

troversy with Great Britain concerning the Northeastern

boundary, and expressed much regret at the temper which

the Governor of Maine had exhibited in it . . . As to

this Northeastern boundary, there was an express

engagement which bound the partner to refer the ques-

tion to the decision of a friendly sovereign, but the

Commissioners had disagreed upon the facts, as upon

everything else, and there was, and could be, no issue

made up until a statement of facts could be agreed

upon between the two Governments, to be submitted to

the arbitrator. 220
In a Lockean sense, these negative feelings were the result of
a comparison of action with rule, in a relation, which is

221

another interaction of ideas, which is active, in comparison
to the mixed mode endpoint of the process. The emotional situa-

tion was obviously unstable, so much so that the controversy
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remained open for many years. This was primarily because the
British wished to construct a military road across the disputed
territory to the ice-free port of St. John, Nova Scotiz?zlt
would appear that irreconciliably different ideas of actions,
and hence, mixed modes, were involved, and since mixed modes
are abstract, once formed, they woﬁld be peculiarly impervious
to non-paradigmatic empirically-derived models of action.

The same irreconciliability involved the attitudes
towards the other borders with British North American posses-
sions. The negotiations for the settlement of the Great Lakes
boundary collapsed in 1827, when Britain demanded access to the
channel which was to the south, rather than to the north, of
St. George's Island, in the Neebish Straits of St. Mary's
Rivéi?BThis revealed, again, a very aggressive British atti-
tude. To that, Adams could only counterpoise reason. However,
it was a temporally effecting reason whose inevitability he
believed the British would, in time, concede. Just as he
believed that the British position in Oregon was hopeless
because of the superior American populafion and material
resources in the area, he believed that a rational considera-
tion of the situation from their point of view would lead to a
reciprocal state of affairs. The following illustrative passage
was penned when Adams was Secretary of State, but the policies
he subsequently followed as President were consistent with this
way of thinking:

If the United States leave her (Great Britain) in undis-

turbed enjoyment of all her holds upon Europe, Asia, and
Africa, with all her actual possessions in this hemi-
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sphere, we may very fairly expect that she will not

think it consistent either with a wise or a friendly

policy, to watch with eyes of jealousy and alarm, every

possibility of extension to our natural dominion in

North America, which she can have no solid interest to

prevent, until all possibility of her preventing it

shall have génished. 224
This was a reaséﬁed, rationalist view of historical process, a
natural and impersonal process of human forces, actions, and
instincts, according to time and placS?BThrough this unfolding
process, the "moral person" of the United States would most
fully realize its individuality by being free to utilize the
environment, without interference, for rational purposes of
moral development and survival. Hostile forces embodied in
ideas, being without a rational basis, i.e., one based upon the
freedom and dignity of the individual, and thereby congruent
with God's will, would inevitably be swept aside. This would
occur because the freedom to labor to improve the environment
by producing one's owg property 1s an inherent right protected
by a Just governmen%? One would have far greater confidence
that such property would be protected, and not confiscated, by
a democratic, i.e., American, government, than by an arbitrary
monarchical, i.e., British, government. Adams' distrust of
such governments was uttered on numerous occasions. For
instance, in his address of July 4, 1821 he declared: "In the
theories of the Crown and the Mitre man had no rights?§7

This same distrust, of course, was evident in other bor-

der disputes. The American envoy to Britain, Albert Gallatin,
coﬁld not obtain American access to the navigation of the St.

Lawrence River in 1826. What is more, faced with British
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intransigence over the question of the Oregon Territory, he was
willing to push the forty-nine degree line far to the south
228

after having crossed the line of the Columbia River. However,
Adams and Clay, alarmed by Gallatin's propensity to give up so
much, sharply limited his authority. A communication from Adams
to Clay is quite explicit:

I propose to you to write him (Gallatin) a short letter

immediately, stating that excepting any stipulation,

involving a cession of territory, belonging to any

state in the Union, or the abandonment express or

implied, of the right to navigate the St. Lawrence, or

the surrender of any territory South of Lat. 49. on the

North-West-Coast, he will in all cases consider his

Instructions as expressing our present views, and not

as limiting his Powers. 229
A will was at work here, determined to see the United States
expand across the North American continent. This message was
simply another expression of Adams' belief that providence had
created the United States for the purpose of civilizing North
America, and through that example, to eliminate from the face

230
of the earth all forms of European colonialism. This grand
belief that he held as President, however, produced its own
internally-generated moral sanction which led to a rational,
displaced equilibrium. The implication of this sanction was
reciprocity, that is, mutual non-interference. Hence, his
declaration that the United States would not interfere with
British sovereignty elsewhere in the world.
This matter of displaced equilibrium, in the sense that

natural state boundaries should be allowed to evolve, free from

colonializing interference, also arose in the matter of Greece.

At first glance, it would appear that President Adams, in
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adhering to Lockean principles, would commit the resources of
the United States to assisting the Greeks in their attempt to
rid themselves of oppressive Ottoman rule. However, since such
precepts would emphasize the exercise of free and rational will
in order to formulate policies in the national interest as
maneuverings within a state of naturg?lhe would not allow moral
considerations to become predominant in formulating policies
towards Greece.

The problem began when Adams was Secretary of State. When
the Greek revolt began in 1821, American public opinion was in
favor of aid to the insurgents because they were considered to
be the descendents of the Greek forefathers who had revealed
their greatness in the arts, philosophy, literature, and gov-
ernmei%? and because Turkish oppression was so brutal. However,
by 1823; popular interest in their cause had waned, and Adams,
as Secretary of State, strongly argued against American inter-
vention because, among other considerations, he did not wish
to needlessly antagonize the Holy Alliancs?BIt might also be
surmised that he opposed American aid to Greece because he was
so guided by rationalism, in general. The Philhellinism which
had so fascinated the American people was an emotional parox-
ysm, rather than a reasoned conviction. In Lockean terms, it
was error caused by a lack of proofg?MSince, to Locke, ideas
are propositions dealing with logic and moraliti?Sand since
knowledge is the result of a meticulous comparison of empirical

ideas in order to discern their agreement or disagreement, a

lack of ideas derived from the empirical environment was what.
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characterized such emotional feelings. Reason had not been
brought to bear upon the problem, and it was reason which
guided Adams.

The Greek problem reappeared after Adams had become Pres-
ident. In September, 1825 he sent William C. Somerville on a
secret mission to Greece in order to investigate the progress
of the revolt. He was to assure the Greek authorities that the
American people wished that liberty and independence were
re-established there. But, Somerville died en route, and three
months later, in April, 1826, the Greek revolt was ruthlessly
put down at Missolonghi. Nevertheless, Adams continued to
encourage the Greek desire for independenc§?6perhaps because of
the emotional and timeless quality of the mixed mode concept
"Greek self-government”. In such a situation it could be said
that Greece bore somewhat the same relationship to the Ottoman
Empire that the United States bore to Great Britain, but with-
out the obviating factor of a similarity of institutions, and
hence the abstract transmutation of their conceptual character-
istiecs into a mixed mode concept of morality, or some other
conceptual generality. Ottoman repression had forced the Greeks
to preclude certain courses of action which would have made
them amenable to the kinds of perceptions necessary for the
synthesis of a fully-developed knowledge leading to a sense of
national identity. This sense of national identity would exist
as the certainty of moral knowledge arrived at, as g%gays, by

examining the agreement or the disagreement of ideas. Actions

would be judged by their denial or affirmation of that idea.
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Since moral imperatives were involved here, Adams could not sim-
ply abandon interest in the Greek cause. However, within a Lock-
ean framework emphasizing the rational working out of solutions
to problems, he had to act pragmatically due to the severe limi-
tations of American military power. No aid of that kind would be
forthcoming.

Another--and far more important--area of Adams' moral con-
cern was Latin America. The fate of the new republics there
would preoccupy him as President as it had preoccupied him as
Secretary of State, when he formulated the Monroe Doctrine. His
actions in this area were determined by a mixture of rationalist
pragmatism, a characteristic of the thinking of Locke, in which
primacy was placed upon commercial reciprocity, and a desire
that America exercise a moral tutelage over the South American
republics. This was to be accomplished by the projection over
the rest of the hemisphere of the coordinate state incorporated
into the American constitutional systeS?BThe Monroe Doctrine was
to be universalized, and all European powers excluded. As Presi-
dent of the United States now, instead of merely Secretary of
State, Adams had more power to attempt to carry out this pro-
cess. In a Lockean sense, he was motivated by an uneasiness in
the form of the recognition of moral imperative. The greater the
uneasiness, the stronger the will, and it is the will that
directs our operative faculties to some actioi?gThis action
would involve the founding of an international state which would

be, in effect, bound by the social compact of which the United

States was the exemplar. The test of its legitimacy would not
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only be whether the new independent nations of Latin America
accepted American tutelage, but also whether Spain, or the
powerful nations of Europe, would succeed or fail in an attempt
to reimpose a colonial state upon them. Adams conceived of this
in starkly apocalyptic terms as a conflict between despotism
and constitutionalism which would settle the fate of the worlg?o

In this effort the penetration of American ideas was cru-
cial. Consequently, as early as 1810 the United States govern-
ment had sent commercial agents to Argentina, which had
recently begun to throw off Spanish rule. At the same time, the
revolutionary governments in Latin America had sent agents to
the United States to plead for American recognition of their
independencg%lEarly in 1822, partly because of the achievements
of the Spanish-American revolutionaries, and partly because of
the ratification of the Florida Treaty with Spain, Secretary of
State John Quincy Adams and President James Monroe felt that
conditions were at last propitious for the recognition of South
American independencg%z

In the application of the rational to formulate this pol-
icy and to act, both moral and pragmatic ideas concerning the
reactions of Spain and other European states, trade impera-
tives, the state of American military power, and so forth, were
subjected, both individually and interactively, to a process
involving the synthesizing of a mixed mode, an abstract concept
of order. In a Lockean sense, the mind exercised an active

power in combining a number of ideas, without examining whether

they had existed together in nature, as long as they were con-
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sistent in the understanding. Such a synthesis would produce a

vigorous and coherent framework of policy, effectively activa-
ted whenever there was confrontation with a challenging situa-
tion. This framework was the Monroe Doctrine, which Adams con-
tinued to uphold as President, and in which the new Latin Amer-
ican nations expressed interest, perhaps in order to lend moral
sanction to their actions; almost certainly to seek protection
for their fragile independence. Indeed, Colombia, Brazil,
Argentina, and Mexico not only took a special interest in the
Doctrine; they also urged the United States to agree to mea-
sures to insure respect for ii?u

These same Latin American nations continued to struggle
against Spanish rule, and by late 1825 the final remnanzs_of
that rule on the American continents had been destroyei.sln
order to bring about a reasoned environment in which states
tacitly recognized by the United States as independent could be
coevals in the state of naturgféand to regain the diplomatic
initiative because Great Britain had already officially recog-
nized Argentina, Mexico, and Colombia at the end of 1824, Adams
entered into a diplomatic effort which was designed to bring
about Spanish recognition of the new republicg??Here, his
Anglophobia again asserted itself, but instead of manifesting
itself as an assertion of an independent stance for the United
States, i1t manifested itself as an assertion of an independent
stance for Latin America. As long as these republics could be

subservient to Britain, because of its vast naval and economic

power, the nascent ideas defining the conscious national sense
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of selfhood of these nations would be subservient to the power
of Britain to invoke idea, much as the United States had been
during the years immediately following the American Revolution.
In this instance, the idea was "Britain, the most powerful of
nations". Since ideas are extracted from experience by nglect-
ion and sensation, and then projected beyond experienci, the
pursuit of aggressive policies by Britain in Latin America
would militate against the creation of any mixed mode concept

of national identity because such a process would cause the

precluding, nolens volens, of certain actions and resultant

experiences by the Latin Americans which would challenge Brit-
ish power. What is more, the crippling tutelage of Spain would
serve somewhat the same function. For example, the South Ameri-
can states sometimes granted special favors and privileges to
Spain as the price of their recognitioi%gFear of Spanish power
was still evident.

Anglo-American rivalry was thereby set, and confronta-
tions inevitably occurred. In Argentina, for example, Forbes,
the American Minister, waged a one-man battle for years to
thwart British commercial and political influence ther§?OWith
such considerations in mind, then, the United States government
negotiated a series of treaties with the Latin American states.
Their basis was to be unqualified reciprocity and most favored
nation treatmen§?1With this arrangement a ground of equanimity
would provide the proper array of ideas for the mixed mode syn-

thesis of national identity--under American guidance. However,

with the synthesis would come the "moral person", truly a



72

coeval with the United States and all other nations, thereby
eliminating the possibility of American, British, Spanish, or
any other conceptual or potential hegemony. The transcenden-
tally moral would triumph, and hence, what was at first both
moral and pragmatic would become exclusively moral. Such would
be the full realization of the potential of the ideas of
Locke. Accordingly, in 1825, when Adams became President, the
first United States legation in Spanish America was estab-
lished in Bogotd, Colombii?2

However, this desire to eliminate foreign hegemony was
not merely confined to the United States. Colombia and Mexico
looked at Cuba and Puerto Rico, and noticed that they were
still under Spanish rule. They thereupon prepared to launch
military expeditions to liberate them. Adams urged them t6
desist, and to give time to Emperor Nicholas I of Russia and
his allies to persuade King Ferdinand of Spain to save those
islands by recognizing the independence of the Latin American
republic:?BIn other words, the United States would be content
to see the islands remain in Spanish hands. Colombia and Mex-
ico, if they had taken Cuba and Puerto Rico, would not have
possessed sufficient military power to defend them. Thus,
‘other European powers besides Spain would have invaded those
islandg?bdoubtless clothing their actions in moral terms.

In the event, another European power did attempt to move
into Cuba, but not by means of military conquest. Canning, Bri-

tish Foreign Secretary, moved to prevent American domination of

the Western hemisphere, though American and British policy--the
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prevention of entrance into Latin America by any third nation--
for the time being, coincideg?SIn Lockean terms, the abstract
mixed mode concepts held by Britain and the United States, each
being voluntary concatenations of simple ideas, profoundly d4if-
fered. One was at once both pragmatic and moral, with these two
components interacting with and modifying each other during
modal formation; the other was merely pragmatic, mainly econo-
mic. Yet, the short-term concepts were paradigmatically united
by immediate knowledge. This knowledge consisted of the fact
that the French commander in the Caribbean had standing orders
to assist Spain in defending Cuba and Puerto Rico. Accordingly,
Secretary of State Clay invited Canning to join the United
States in declaring to the French that those two islands were
nof to be transferred to another European natioﬁ?écanning

re jected this offer, so great was his distaste for the United
State§?7His behavior may be thought of as having originated
from a mixed mode compounded of his negative emotions concern-
ing America, ideas aboﬁt Spanish weakness, French power, future
commercial advantages for Britain in Cuba, and so forth. These
were the factors which, in Lockean terms, defined the type of
action which constituted a given instance of behavioﬁ?SThey
would define Canning's behavior as he subsequently prepared to
present a case against the United States at the Congress of

Panama.

This great assembly was to be the great legitimizing

forum for American plans to place Latin America within its

moral tutelage. So important was this to Adams that his Secre-
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tary of State, Henry Clay, was preoccupied with it for most of
his tenurg?gHaving first been‘suggested by the Colombian Minis-
ter to the United States, Jose Maria Salazar, in 1824, the idea
was eventually accepted by Adams after he became Presideni?gln
practical terms, the Congress was to have the typical Lockean
characteristics of the empirical and the moral. As Adams sta-
ted:s "+« + « And lastly, the Congress of Panama is believed to
present a fair occasion for urging upon all the new nations of
the South the just and liberal principles of religious
liberty « . ?eoThis utterance was in conformance with the Lock-
ean belief that the moral status of political societies derives
from their capacity to serve as instruments for man's struggles
to dischérge the religious assignments for which God had cre-
ated higé}and it was in conformance with Adams' beliefs. These
took the form of a moral imperative, which his mother had
inculcated into him even as a child, as she urged him to always
turn to religiogézReligion. a collection of simple ideas which
formed a mixed mode of moral symmetry, was to be the basis of
moral action, particularly on an anthropocentric plane.
Somewhat secularized, this moral action concerning the
interrelationship of man with man would also be interpreted as
bringing Latin America within the purview of the Monroe Doc-
trine. O0f course, from the American point of view, the Congress
of Panama would reaffirm that tenet. At the same'time, the
northern press advocated a Pan-American Congress in order to
eliminate foreign commercial competition from potential Ameri-

263
can trade with South America. Again, with the absorption of
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this idea by the administration, there was primacy placed upon
the Lockean concept of pragmatism combined with morality. That
is, commercial interests and the legitimization of an American
moral imperium were both given high priority for the Congress,
but by differenfﬁinterest groups, each rationally perceiving
its interests.

At this point, the fate of the Congress must be depic-
ted. Originally, it was the idea of Simon Bolivar, who issued
a call for the Congress of Panama in a circular letter of Dec-
ember 7, 182&?4Five months later, after invitations had been
offered to the United States by the Ministers of Colombia and
Mexico, Secretary of State Clay endorsed acceptance, and Adams
authorized him to do so, stating that such a Congress "might
be highly useful in settling several important disputed ques-
tions of public law, and in arranging other matters of deep
interest to the American Continent. and to the friendly inter-
course between the American Powers . . ." Adams subsequently
nominated Richard C. Anderson, Jr., of Kentucky, and John Ser-
geant, of Pennsylvania, as ministers, and William B. Roches-
ter, of New York, as secretary to the missiorzf5

However, the announcement of American participation in
the proposed Congress drew fierce partisan criticism which
centered around the supposition that such participation would
draw the United States into an "entaﬁgling alliancegfélt could
be stated that there was a perception that the individuality

of the moral person of the United States had to be preserved.

By supposedly interacting with the ideas of the representa-
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tives of the Latin American republics, individuality would be
lost, because the mixed mode of ideas which defined the
national self would be conceptually compromiséd. The sense of
collective personal, i.e., national, identity, which is consti-
tuted by consciousness of se1§?7would be obviated, the bounda-
ries of the self eroded. What is more, there would presumably
arise the possibility of an alienation of future from past
national consciousness as entangling involvement with other
nations would bring about thoughts and actions perhaps congru-
ent with other national consciousnesses with their own unique
mixed mode conceptualizations. In the words of Lockes "For it
is by the consciousness it has of its present thoughts and
actions that it is self to itself now, and so will be the same
self, as far as gge same consciousness can extend to actions
past or to come?" Translating this into empirical terms, what
wasgs feared was a loss of national sovereignty, and a concomit-
ant loss of the clear perception of national interest.

The Congressional enemies of the Adams administration,
Vled by the supporters of John C. Calhoun, therefore produced a
report which called for pursuing commercial equality and mari-
time rights which would be realized through bilateral treaties;
leaving religious matters to the domestic policies of the indi-
vidual nations; and deferring concern for the fate of other
Spanish colonies in America until actual danger arosségThese
men were not willing to see any coalition of other nations

force their interests upon the United States. More abstractly,

these men attempted to undermine the very Lockean basis of
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American policy towards Latin America by limiting the legiti-
macy of the concept of moral order both spatially and tempo-
rally. |

Nevertheless, Adams' appointments were confirmed by the
Senate, and the House of Representatives approved the appropri-
tiongzoAs it turned out, this was a Pyrrhic victory. The Con-
gress of Panama emerged as a sounding board for the anti-Ameri-
can propaganda dispensed by Canning's agent there, Edward J.
Dawkins, and the American plenipotentiaries did not arrive in
Panama until the Congress had ad journed, for the long Congres-
sional debate had delayed their departurgzlnawkins therefore
had an unimpeded opportunity to emphasize that Britain had
refused to join the United States in advising Mexico and Colom-
bia‘not to invade Cuba, for example, and by this and other
statements, to put the United States in the worst possible
light, and to concomitantly enhance British prestige in Latin
America. British naval and commercial superiority did the resi?z
Consequently, the Lockean relationship between idea and action
was never more clearly--and negatively--shown. According to
Locke, morality is the relationship of actions with rules of
moral goo§?3Therefore, morality must be actively promulgated.
In order to be effected, principle cannot remain in an in vitro
state. Nevertheless, Adams' caution and regard for Constitu-
tional law rema&ned the rule in American policy throughout his
administratioﬁ? There would be a Lockean balance between the

moral and the pragmatic, and a dependence upon a humane law of

nations, regardless of whether the idea and practice of it
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could be successfully projected overseas.

John Quincy Adams, therefore, epitomized the moralistic
and the pragmatic confluence of Lockean belief and action in
his diplomatic career. Particularly relevant to his actions,
and revealing a remarkable similarity to his own beliefs, were
the concepts of Locke which involved moral order, the self,
property, knowledge and thought. He synthesized thgse ideas,
either deriving them from Locke, or developing them in a
remarkable instance of parallel thought, into a powerful basis
for action as a diplomﬁt. They comprised, in effect, a uni-
verse of interpenetrating thought and action through which
Adams was able to effect the empifical. and by that realize a
large measure of self-definition and freedom, despite an often
unsympathetic reality populated by politicians, diplomats, ahd
others, both American and European.

Later, the Presidential administration of John Quincy
Adams was, in foreign affairs, a function of his will. Again,
it was a will which was at once both moralistic and pragmatic.
On an even larger canvas he synthesized this into a mixed mode
conceptualization which was used in formulating and effecting
policies in regard to Great Britain, France, Greece, and the
Latin American republics. Its Lockean corollaries involved the
maintainance of that concept of self, whether defined by a
continuing consciousness; thought and action; or knowledge,
particularly moral knowledge. Intimately related to this was
pPerhaps the supreme Lockean idea which John Quincy Adams

embraced--the concept of the state as a condition of moral
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order. With this, he was able to universalize and render corpo-
rate the Lockean synthesis and to apply it in a way which was
consistent with both theoretical and practical considerations

in regard to foreign policy.



NOTES

1Encxclopedia of Philosophy, se.v. "Locke, John," by James
Gordon Clapp.

2samuel Flagg Bemis, John Quincy Adams and the Union (New
York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1956), ppe. 4-8.

3Clapp article.

“William P. Lunt, A Discourse Delivered In Quincy, March
1, 1848 At the Interment of John Quincy Adams (Boston: Dutton

and Wentworth, 1848), p. 33.

5Daniel Walker Howe, The Political Culture of the American
Whigs (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1979), p. 312.

6Roger D. Masters, "Lockean Tradition in American Foreign
Policy," Journal of International Affairs 21 (1967): 258.

7David D. Van Tassel and Robert W. McAhren, eds., European
Origins of American Thought (Chicago: Rand McNally Co., 1969),
Pe 53

8

American Republic (Charlottesville, Va.: University of Virginia
Press, 1983;, p. 140,

9Page Smith, John Adams, Vol. 1 (Westport, Conn.: Green-
wood Press, 1963), p. 235.

10Wilson Ober Clough, ed., Intellectual Origins of Ameri-
can National Thought (New York: Corinth Books, 1961), p. 12.

11Benjamin Fletcher Wright, Jr., American Interpretations
of Natural Law (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press,
1931), p. 103. Lord Milton (Andrew Fletcher, 1653-1716), Scot-
tish republican writer and orator; Algernon Sidney (1622-1683),
English republican patriot, beheaded; James Harrington (1611-
1699), English republican visionary, imprisoned.

12George A. Lipsky, John Quincy Adams: His Theory and
Ideas (New York: Thomas Crowell Co., 19505, Pe 7o

wright, pp. 10, 150, & 168.

14Evarts Boutell Greene, The Revolutionary Generation (New

York: Macmillan Co., 1945), p. 138,

80



Notes to pages 6-8 81

15Da.vid Grays Allen; Robert J. Taylor; Marc Friedlaender:
and Celeste Walker, eds., Diary of John Quincy Adams, Vol. 1
(Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap Press, 1981), D. X.

181434., p. 395, January 28, 1786.

1?Smith, Vol. 2, p. 677. Thomas Hollis (1659-1731), suc-
cessful London merchant and philanthropist.

18Greene, p. 381.

19411en, et al., eds., Vol. 1, p. 395, January 28, 1786.

20John Quincy Adams, Lectures on Rhetoric and Oratory,
Vgl. 1 (Cambridge, Mass.: Hilliard and Metcalfe, 1810), pp.

21Howe. p. 83. Robert Filmer (1588-1653), English politi-
cal philosopher who defended absolutism and hereditary right;
Thomas Hobbes (1588-1679), English social philosopher who wrote
that a strong government, especially an absolute monarchy, was
necessary to control conflicting individual interests and
desires.

22)erle Curti, "The Great Mr. Locke: America's Philoso-
pher, 1783-1861," The Huntington Library Bulletin 11 (1937):
p. 136, quoting from John Quincy Adams Memoirs, Vol. 9, p. 226,
March 28, 1835.

23Lipsky, p. 69.

2""Bexnis, JQA and the Union, p. 15.

25Lipsky, p. 280. Hugo Grotius (1583-1645), Dutch jurist
and theologian, one of the most celebrated scholars of his
time3 Emrich von vattel (1714-1767), celebrated Swiss jurist
and writer; Charles de Secondat, Baron de la Brede et de Mon-
tesquieu (1689-1755), brilliant and original French author who
advocated liberty and humanity.

26Allen, et al., eds., Vol. 2, p. 109, October 3, 1786;
Ursula M. von Eckardt, The Pursuit of Happiness In the Demo-
cratic Creed (New York: Frederick A. Praeger, 1959), p. 181.
Jean Jacques Burlamaqui (1694-1748), eminent Swiss jurist.

27Howe, pe. 44. Marcus Tullius Cicero (106 B.C.=43 B.C.),
illustrious Roman orator, writer, philosopher, and statesman,
killed by the soldiers of Antony.

28Guide to American Law, 1983 ed., s.v. "Grotius, Hugo."
291bid., "Vattel, Emrich von."

3OIbid., "Montesquieu."



Notes to pages 8-10
| pag 82

31Ibid., "Burlamaqui, Jean Jacques."”

32Howe, p. 443 T.A. Dorey, ed., Cicero (New York: Basic
Books, 1965), p. 136.

33Ralph Ketcham, Presidents Above Party (Chapel Hill,
N.C.: University of North Carolina Press, 1984), pp. 130-131.
Aristotle (384 B.C.-322 B.C.), one of the most illustrious
philosophers of antiquity; Virgil (70 B.C.-19 B.C.), one of
the most noteworthy Latin poets; Plutarch (50-120), eminent
Greek philosopher, and the greatest biographer of antiquity;
Erasmus Desiderius (1467-1536), celebrated Dutch scholar and
philosopher, Eﬁe—eminent as a restorer of learning; Alexander
Pope (1688-1744), celebrated English poet and critic; Henry
Saint John, Viscount Bolingbroke (1678-1751), eminent English
author, orator, and politician; Lord Kames (1696-1782), emi-
nent Scottish judge.

3L’Nor'man A. Graebner, Foundations of American Forei
Policy (Wilmington, Del.: Scholarly Resources, 1985), p. 147.

35John Quincy Adams, "Letter to John Adams", April 12,
1794, quoted in Worthington Chauncey Ford, ed., Writings of
John Quincy Adams, Vol. 1 (New York: Macmillan Co., 1913),p.183.

36Morrell Heald and Lawrence S. Kaplan, Culture and Dip-
lomacy (Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1977), p. 87.

3?John Quincy Adams, "Letter to John Adams", December 21,
1794, quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 1, p. 254,

381dem, "Letter to John Adams", October 31, 1795, quoted
in Ford, ed., Vol. 1, P Lah,

39Harold Temperley, The Foreign Policy of Canning, 1822-
1827 (London: G. Bell and Sons, 1925), p. 169.

quohn Quincy Adams, "Letter to Thomas Boylston Adams",
November 24, 1812, quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 4, p. 407.

L1
of the Town of Quincy (Boston: Richardson, Lord and Holbrook,
ﬁ31 5 s Po 1L|'o

uzJohn Quincy Adams, "Letter to Rufus King", October 3,
1796, and "Letter to Joseph Hall", October 9, 1796, quoted in
Ford, ed., Vol. 2, PpPe 33 & 33n. .

43John Quincy Adams, A Letter to the Hon. Harrison Gray
Otis (Boston: Oliver and Munroe, 1808), pp. 13-14; John Quincy
Adams, "Letter to Joseph Pitcairn", January 13, 1797, quoted
in Ford, ed., Vol. 2, p. 75.




Notes to pages 10-15 83

u%William Appleman Williams, ed., The Shaping of American

Diplomacy (Chicago: Rand McNally Co., 1956), p. 63.

45 Jonn Tebbel and Sarah Miles Watts, The Press and the
Pregidency (New York: Oxford University Press, 1985), p. 63.

uéA mixed mode is a conceptualization which draws its
constituent ideas from various empirical sources which are
then subjected by the mind to consideration, combination, and
transformation to bring about an abstraction which can now be
free of empirical disturbance. For a more detailed discussion
of mixed modes see John Locke, An Essay Concerning Human
Understanding, book 2, chap. 22.

47John Locke, The Works of John Locke, 10 Vols. (London:
Thomas Tegg, 1823, Reprint ed. Aalen: Scientia Verlag, 1963):
An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, p. 212, book 2, chap.
27, pt. 10; book 2, chap. 2, pt. 23 book 2, chap. 20, pt. 8.

uBJohn Quincy Adams, An Address Delivered on the Occasion
of Reading the Declaration of Independence (Washington, D.C.:
Davis and Force, 1821), PDe 9, 13 & 21.

49John Quincy Adams, "State of the Union Message of 1825",
quoted in Fred L. Israel, ed., The State of the Union Messages
of the Presidents of the United States, Vol. 1 (New York: Chel-

sea House-Robert Hector, 1966), pp. 235-236.
Richard H. Cox, Locke On War and Peace (New York: Oxford

50
University Press, 1960), p. 172.

51U.S. Congress, Annals of Congress. 8th Congress, 1lst
session, 1803, p. 148.

525ohn Quincy Adams, "Letter to Richard Rush®, July 28,
1823, quoted in Stanislaus Murray Hamilton, ed., Writings of
nges Monroe, Vol. 5 (New York: G.P. Putnam's Sons, 1901), p.
361.

53Thomas B. Silver and Peter W. Schramm, eds., Natural
Right and Political Right (Durham, N.C.: Carolina Academic
Press, 198%4), p. 156.

5”Based upon Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 27, pt. 10.

55Graebner, Foundations, p. 178.

56'John Quincy Adams, "Letter to PFrancis Calley Gray"”,
August 3, 1818, quoted in Adrienne Koch and William Peden,
eds., The Selected Writings of John and John Quincy Adams (New
York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1946), p. 293.

of the Massa-

57John Quincy Adams, An Address to Members



Notes to pages 15-20 84

chusetts Charitable Fire Society (Boston: Russell and Cutler,
1802), p. 23.

58John Quincy Adams, Rhetoric and Oratory, Vol. 1, p. 96.

59Ibido » ppo 45-“’6.
60

61John Locke, Second Treatise of Government (London: Pri-
vately printed, 1690. Reprint ed. New York: Barnes and Noble,
1966), p. 10, chap. 3, pt. 16. '

Ibid., P L,

62John Quincy Adams, "Letter to William Harris Crawford",
Sggtember 14, 1814, quoted in Koch and Peden, eds., pp. 285-
286,

63Charles Francis Adams, ed., Memoirs of John Quinc
Adams, Vol. 12 (Philadelphia: J.B. Lippincott, 1877), p. 38,
May, 1844,

6"’John Quincy Adams, "Letter to John Adams", May 29, 1816,

quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 6, p. 60.

65For a more detailed discussion of his Anglophobia, see
Pp. 7-9 above.

66John Quincy Adams, Declaration of Independence, p. 15.

67al1an Nevins, ed., The Diary of John Quincy Adams, 1794-
lghﬁ (New York: Longmans, Green, 1928), pp. 116-117, April 1,
1814,

68Henry Clay (1777-1852), Congressman, Senator, President-
ial candidate, and Adams' Secretary of State; Albert Gallatin
(1761-1849), Swiss-born, Secretary of the Treasury, diplomat,
businessman.

69David E. Soles, "Locke's Empiricism and the Postulation
of Unobservables"”, Journal of the History of Philosophy 23
(1985): 344 & 347,

M7OJ.D. Mabbott, John Locke (London: Macmillan Co., 1973),
Pe 74

71David M. Post, "Jeffersonian Revisions of Locke: Educa-
tion, Property-Rights, and Liberty", Journal of the History of
Ideas 47 (1986): 149.

72

Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 21, pt. 27.
731bid., book 2, chap. 27, pt. 9.

7’*Fred Reinfeld, The Great Dissenters (New York: Thomas Y.
Crowell CO., 1959), Pe 2




Notes to pages 20-26 85

?57ohn Quincy Adams, An Oration Delivered Before the Inha-
bitants of the Town of Newburyport (Newburyport, Mass.: : Morss
and Brewster, 1837), pe 11.

76V. Dennis Golladay, "The United States and British North
Aﬁgrican Fisheries, 1815-1818", American Neptune 33 (1973):
249.

77Koch and Peden, eds., pes xxviii; Locke, Second Treatise,
pP. 4, chap. 1, pt. 3.

78John Quincy Adams, Rhetoric and Oratory, Vol. 1, p. 270.

79Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 1, pts. 3 & L.
80

81

John Quincy Adams, Otis Letter, p. 25.

Richard H. COX’ Pe 1“80

82Nevins, ed., pp. 129-135, August 21-September 20, 1814.
One can determine from these accounts the general contour of
the negotiations. James, Lord Gambier (1756-1833), British
admiral; Henry Goulburn (1784-1856), later Undersecretary for
War and the Colonies, and Chancellor of the Exchequer.

831bido’ P 138' October 12, 1814,

84

814 Ibid., pp. 124 & 133, August 9, 1814 and September 1,
1814.

85Koch and Peden, eds., p. xxviii; Lipsky, p. 25.

86Lipsky, Pe 27

87Richard H. Cox, pp. 152-153.
88Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 21, pt. 27.
891vid., book 2, chap. 1, pt. 2.

90y.s. Congress, Annals, p. 146

91Samuel Flagg Bemis, "John Quincy Adams and George Wash-
ington", Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society
7 (1945) 383.

92Lipsky, pp. 61 & 27.

93Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 1, pts. 3 & 4.
94Lipsky, p. 29.

95John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Campbell", June 28, 1816,
quoted in Ford, Vol. 6, pp. 366-380.



Notes to pages 26-31 86

96John Colman, John Locke's Moral Philosophy (Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Press, 1983), p. 89.

97John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Richard Rush", January 1,
1819, quoted in Ford, Vol. 6, p. 525. Richard Rush (1780-
18595, diplomat, statesman, Attorney-General, Secretary of the
Treasury.

98John A. Logan, Jr., No Transfer: An American Securit
Principle (New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1961), D.
171.

99Nevins, ed., p. 306, November 21, 1823,

100Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 21, pt. 72.

101Nevins, edey, PPe 301n.-302n. This note refers to a
private and confidential communication of August 20, 1823.

10214i4., p. 302, November 7, 1823.

1OjAlejandro Alvarez, The Monroe Doctrine (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1924), p. 356.

1OuNevins, ed., p. 302, November 7, 1823.

10515 psky, p. 305.

106John We Yolton, ed., John Locke: Problems and Perspec-
tives (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1969), D. 7.

107Locke, Essay,. book 4, chap. 17, pt. 4.

108John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Richard G. Anderson”,
May 27, 1823, quoted in Koch and Peden, eds., p. 349.

109John Quincy Adams, Declaration of Independence, p. 38.

110Locke, Second Treatise, p. 15, chap. 5, pt. 26; Ramon
M. Lemos, "Locke's Theory of Property", Interpretation: A
Journal of Political Philosophy 5 (1975): 229.

111John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Smith Thompson", May 20,
1819, quoted in William R. Manning, ed., Diplomatic Correspon-
dence of the United States Concerning the Independence of the
Latin-American Nations, Vol. 1 (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1925), p. 10L.

112Idem. "Letter to Joaquin de Anduaga", April 6, 1822,
quoted in Manning, p. 157.

113Ellen Frankel Paul, "On Three 'Inherent' Powers of
Government", Monist 66 (1983): 529.



Notes to pages 31-37 87

11“Locke, Second Treatise, p. 5, chap. 2, pt. 6.

115Richard H. Cox, p. 131.

116Nevins, ed.y p. 306, November 21, 1823.

117Locke, Egssay, book 4, chap. 2, pt. 1.

118Frank J. Merli and Theodore A, Wilson, eds., Makers of
American Dlplomacx (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1974),
P 107-

119Locke, Essay, book 4, chap. 2, pt. 7.

120 John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Richard G. Anderson”,
May 27, 1823, quoted in Koch and Peden, eds., p. 347.

121Edward P. Crapol, "John Quincy Adams and the Monroe
Doctrine: Some New Evidence", Pacific Historical Review 48
(1979): 416; Nevins, ed., p. 313, December 3, 1823.

122Nevins, ed., Ps 255, February 22, 1821.

123L1psky, P 2903 John Qulncy Adams, "Letter to James
Lloyd", October 1, 1822, quoted in Walter LaFeber, ed., John
Quincy Adams and American Continental Empire (Chicago: Quad-
rangle Books, 1965), pPPs 27-29.

124Nev1ns ed.y PP. 211 & 212, February 22, 1819. Luis de
Onis y Gonzales (1769-1830), Spanish career diplomat.

125Graebner, Foundations, p. 159.

126Dav1d D. Van Tassel and Robert W. McAhren, eds., Euro-
p )Orlglns of American Thought (Chicago: Rand McNally Co.,
P 500

127Nevins, ed., pP. 255, February 22, 1821.

128John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Don Luis de Onis", July
23, 1818, quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 6, p. 387.

129Locke, Second Treatise, p. 90, chap. 16, pt. 181.

130John Quincy Adams, "Note to G. William Erving", Novem-
ber 28, 1818, quoted in Koch and Peden, eds., p. 300.

131Colman, p. 31.

13250hn Yolton, "Locke On the Law of Nature," Philosophi-
cal Review 67 (1958): 497.

133 Aldo Tagsi, "Two Notion onsent In Locke's 'Second
Treatise'", Locke Newsletter ?1 2 27




Notes to pages 37-42 88

134John Quincy Adams, Publicola Writings, Vol. 1, pp. 70-

71, quoted in Lipsky, p. 155.

135Nevins, ed., p. 200, July 17, 1818, William Crawford
(1772-1834), previously a Presidential candidate, and later a
United States Senator; William Wirt (1772-1834), also a noted
writer; John C. Calhoun (1782-1850), at various times, a United
States Senator, Vice-President, and Secretary of State.

136Henry Adams, The Degradation of the Democratic Dogma
(New York: Macmillan Co., 1920), De 77.

137John Quincy Adams, Newburyport Oration, p. 57.

138James Truslow Adams, The Adams Family (Boston: Little,
Brown and Co., 1930), p. 182.

139Lipsky, p. 110.

lLPOJames Tully, A Discourse On Property (Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press, 1980), p. 11l4; Locke, Second Treatise,
p. 17, chap. 5, pt. 32.

141J.L. Mackie, Problems From Locke (Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 19765, p. 112.

142

Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 21, pt. 72.
143John Quincy Adams, Rhetoric and Oratory, Vol. 1, p. 68.

luuldem, "Letter to George William Erving”, April 20,
1818, quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 6, p. 307.

1L"5Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 21, pts. 31 & 32.

‘luéJohn Quincy Adams, "Letter to Don ILuis de Onis”, Janu-

ary 29, 1819, quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 6, p. 330.

l"""7Idem, "Letter to Abigail Adams", September 10, 1783,
quoted in U.S. Department of State, The United States and Rus-
sia: The Beginning of Relations, 1765-1815 (Washington, D.C.:
Government Printing Office, 1980), p. 211.

148
1801.

Lipsky, p. 297. Alexander I (1777-1825?), Tsar from

149John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Pierre de Politica”,
March 30, 1822, quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 7, pp. 214-215. An
Italian mile, or miglio, equals .621 miles.

150Terrence J. Barragy, "The Trading Age, 1792-1844",
Oregon Higtorical Quaterly 76 (1975): 200,




Notes to pages 42-48 89

151

152Idem, "letter to John Adams", August 1, 1816, quoted in
Koch and Peden, eds, p. 288.

John Quincy Adams, Declaration of Independence, p. 5.

153Richard H. Cox, P. 179; Yolton, Problems, p. 147.

15uJohn Quincy Adams, "Letter to Albert Gallatin and Ben-
jamin Rush", July 28, 1818, quoted in Ford, ed., Vol. 6, p.

396.
1551bid., p. 4o1.

156Norman A. Graebner, Empire on the Pacific (New York:
Ronald Press, 1955), p. 124,

157Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 14, pt. 3.

1581dem, Second Treatise, p. 74, chap. 12, pts. 146-147.

826 159Charles Francis Adams, ed., Vol. 7, p. 18, February 16,
1826,

160These concepts are all derived from the empirical man--
ner which Locke emphasized in his descriptions concerning the
ways in which man interacts with his environment. At the same
time, idea is the basis of that interaction, and it is these
ideas which provide the means for that interaction to occur in
a stable and creative manner.

161Graebner, Foundations, p. 149.

162Howe, p. 125.

163Mary W. M. Hargreaves, The Presidency of John Quincy
Adams (Lawrence, Kansas: University of Kansas Press, 1985), p.

Be

W

16L"Locke, Essay, book 1, chap. 3, pt. 7.

165Charles Francis Adams, ed., Vol. 6, pp. 464-465, Janu-
ary 9, 1825.

166William G. Morgan, "John Quincy Adams Versus Andrew
Jacksont: Their Biographers and the 'Corrupt Bargain' Charge,"
Tennegsee Historical Quarterly 26 (1967): L5,

167Nevins, edey, Pp. 193-194, March 18, 1818.

168Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 21, pt. 1.

169Nevins, ed., pe 257, February 25, 1821.



Notes to pages 49-54 90

170Locke, Essay, book 4, chap. 12, pt. 3.

171Howe, p. 58.

172f£‘he "American System"” was an integrated program of
national improvements which involved public works, scientific
enterprises, and other endeavors, all designed to effect a
moral integration of the Republic, and subsequently, the West-
ern Hemisphere. For a more detailed discussion, see, e.g., Har-
greaves, chaps. 6-8.

173Edward Weisband, The Ideology of American Foreign Pol-
icy: A Paradigm of Lockian Liberalism (Beverly Hills, Calif.:
Sage Publications, 1973), pe 22.

174John Quincy Adams, Declaration of Independence, p. 28.

175Hargreaves, p. 127,

176Howe, p. 46.

177Hargreaves, p. 89.

178L00ke' Essay’ book ’4, Chapo 12, pto 7

1?9Yol‘l:on, Problems, p. 40.

180John'T. Morse, Jr., John Quincy Adams (Boston: .Houghton,
Mifflin Co., 1898), p. 3.

181John Quincy Adams, A Review of the
(Boston: Everett and Munroe, 1802), p. 18.

182

=

orks of Fisher Ames

Yolton, "Law of Nature", p. 489.

183Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 22, pt. 1.

184Justus Buchler, "Act and Object In Locke", Philosophi-

cal Review 46 (1937): 33.

185Keald and Kaplan, p. 49.

186Hargreaves, p. 68.

187Graebner, Foundations, p. 156; Vernon G. Setser, The
Commercial Reciprocity Policy of the United States, 1774-1829
(New York: Da Capo Press, 1969), p. 187.

188John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Richard Rush", August 27,
1822, quoted in Manning, p. 91.

189Hargreaves, pP. 94.



Notes to pages 54-59

19071114,

1911pi4.

192Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 22, pt. 12. According to
Locke, power 1s the ability to make or to receive change.
193Graebner, Foundations, p. 156.

19L’Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 12, pte. 7.

195Graebner, Foundations, p. 156.

196Charles Francis Adams, ed., Vol. 7, p. 242, March,
1827, William Huskisson (1770-1830), English statesman and
financier.

197Graebner, Foundations, p. 156.

198John Quincy Adams, "lLetter to Richard Rush", June 23,
1823, quoted in Manning, p. 33.
199Bemis, "Adams and Washington", p. 375.

ZOOLipSky, P 2950

20115hn Quincy Adams, Publicola no. 8, quoted in Ford,ed
Vol. 1, pe 95.

202Locke, Essay, book 3, chap. 5, pt. 3.
203Graebner, Foundations, p. 154.

2OL"Masters. p. 262.

20510cke, Essay, book 2, chap. 12, pt. 7.
206Hargreaves, pp. 86 & 88.

207Charles Francis Adams, ed., Vol. 7, pp. 100-101, Janu
ary 3, 1826.

208William S. Robertson, "The First Legations of the

91

United States In Latin America,"” Mississippi Valley Historical

Review 2 (1915): 198; John Quincy Adams, "To the House of Rep
resentatives of the United States", March 15, 1826, quoted in
U.S. President, Compilation of the Messages and Papers of the

Presidents, ed. by James D. Richardson (Washington, D.C.: Gov-

ernment Printing Office, 1897), Vol. 2, p. 3293 John Quincy

Adams, "To Richard C. Anderson, Jr., and John Sergeant", May 8,

1826, quoted in James F. Hopkins, ed., The Papers of Henry
Clay, Vol. 5 (Lexington, Ky.: University of Kentucky Press,
1572), e 317.



Notes to pages 59-65
92

209Hargreaves. p. 154,

210Howe 9 Do L“8 .

211Edward H. Tatum, Jr., The United States and Europe,
1815-1823 (New York: Russell and Russell, 1967), p. 219.

212Temperley, p. 169.

213LaFeber, Pe 19. For a more detailled discussion of this
subject, see pp. 37-43 above.

214John Quincy Adams, Address 1o the Norfolk County Temper-
ance Society (Boston: Russell and Cutler, 1842), p. 23, quoted
in Lipsky, p. 74.

215All these Lockean constants are intimately related to
the maintainance of the self, through time, as a conscious and
defined being fully capable of creative aggrandizement by the
use of the environment, both physically and intellectually.

216p,41, p. 530.

217John Quincy Adams, Declaration of Independence, p. 14.
218

Hargreaves, DpD. 116 & 118.
219Colman, p. 116.
: 220Nevins, ed., pp. 326-327, August 31, 1827. Levi Lincoln
(1782-1868), governor of Massachusetts at the time.

221Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 28, pt. 8.

2228emis, Union, p. 456.

223Hargreaves, p. 117.

22uJohn Quincy Adams, "Letter to Richard Rush", May 20,
1818, gquoted in Manning, p. 67.

225Hans Meyerhoff, The Philosophy of History In Our Time
(Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday Anchor Books, 1959), p. 5.

226Locke, Second Treatise, pP. 25, chap. 5, pt. 34.

227John Quincy Adams, Declaration of Independence, Pp. 5.

228Paul A. Varg, New England and Foreign Relations (Han-
over, N.H.: University Press of New England, 1983), p. 135;
Hargreaves, p. 117.

229John Quincy Adams, "Letter to Henry Clay", July 5, 1826,
quoted in Hopkins, ed., Vol. 5, p. 521.



Notes to pages 65-71
pag 5 93

230LaFeber, pp. 1l4-15.

231Masters, p. 264,

232Edward M. Earle, "American Interest In the Greek
Cause,"” American Historical Review 7 (1927): 465,

233Graebner,fff’-Founda'tions, p. 174. The Holy Alliance was
formed in 1815 by Russia, Austria, and Prussia in order to sup-
press the democratic revolutionary movement in Europe.

234Locke, Essay, book 4, chap. 20, pt. 2.

235Geraint Parry, John Locke (London: George Allen and
Unwin, 1978), p. 29.

236

Hargreaves, pp. 120-121.
237Locke, Essay, book 4, chap. 4, pt. 7.

238Frank Tannenbaum, The American Tradition In Foreign
Policy (Norman, Okla.: University of Oklahoma Press, 1955;, P»
9.

239Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 21, pt. 40.

2L‘LOEn."a.dfor'd Perkins, "The Suppressed Dispatch of H.U.
Aldington, Washington, November 3, 1823," Hispanic-American
Historical Review 37 (1957): 487.

21"'111\1'1115.am S. Robertson, "The Recognition of the Hispanic
American Nations By the United States,"” Hispanic-American His~-
torical Review 1 (1918): 244; Idem, "Legations", p. 184,

zuzldem, "Recognition", p. 251. The Spanish acquiescence in
an American takeover of Florida doubtless convinced the Ameri-
cans of Spanish weakness. For more background, see pp. 33-37
above.

243Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 22, pt. 2.

244Alvarez. p. 10.

285 0gan, p. 17L.

246Richard H. Cox, ps 151. The state of nature was suppos-
edly a time in the distant past when men interacted peacefully,
without government, by means of the mutual recognition of each
others' inherent rights.

247Hargreaves. p. 131.

2L"8Soles, p. 347.



Not t 1-
otes to pages 71-75 ol

2L"9John Quincy Adams, "First Annual Message", December 6,
1825, quoted in U.S. President, p. 318.

25OE.J. Pratt, "Anglo-American Commercial and Political
Rivalry on the Plata, 1820-1830," Hispanic-American Historical
Review 11 (1931): 317.

251John Quincy Adams, "First Annual Message", December 6,
1825, quoted in U.S. President, p. 302.

252Robertson, “Legations", p. 193.

253Charles Francis Adams, ed., Vol. 7, p. 96, December 30,
1825. Nicholas I (1796-1855), Tsar from 1825; Ferdinand VII
(1784-1833), King in 1808, and from 1814,

25LLLogan, p. 177.

2551pid., p. 180. George Canning (1770-1827), British
statesman, orator, and wit, Foreign Secretary from 1822.

256 1h3d., pp. 181 & 183.

25'7Ta't:um, p. 181.
258¢01man, pp. 121-122.

259Halford L. Hoskins, "The Hispanic American Policy of
Henry Clay, 1816-1828," Hispanic-American Historical Review 7
(1927): 472; Charles W. Hackett, "The Development of John
Quincy Adams's Policy With Respect to An American Confederation
and the Panama Congress, 1822-1825," Hispanic-American Histori-
cal Review 8 (1928): pp. 508 & 513.

260John Quincy Adams, "Message to the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives", March 15, 1826, quoted in U.S. President, p. 336.

261John Dunn, The Political Thought of John Locke (Cam-
bridges Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 125.

262LaFeber, p. 14.

263Francis L. Reinhold, "New Research On the First Pan-
American Congress Held At Panama in 1826," Hispanic-American
Historical Review 18 (1938): 342.

26”Hargreaves, p. 147. Simon Bolivar (1783-1830), military
liberator of Colombia, Peru, Bolivia, and other South American
countries.

2651pid., pp. 149-150.

2661p34., p. 151.



Notes to pages 75-77 95

267:001man, p. 188.

268Locke, Essay, book 2, chap. 27, pt. 10.

269Hargreaves, p. 151.

270Logan, p. 191.

271Ibid., pP. 1933 Samuel Flagg Bemis, John Quincy Adams
and the Foundations of American Foreign Policy (New York:
Alfred A. Knopf, 1949), p. 773 Hargreaves, pe. 157.

272

Logan, pp. 193 & 195.

27310cke, Essay, book 2, chap. 28, pt. 1k.

274Logan, pe. 197.



BIBLIOGRAPHY
Primary Sources

Adams, Charles Francis (ed.). Memoirs of John Quincy Adams.
12 Vols. Philadelphia: J.B. Lippincott Co., 1874-1877.

Adams, John Quincy. An Address Delivered on the Occasion of

Reading the Declaration of Independence. Washington,
D.C.: Davis and Force, 1821. '

« An Address to Members of the Massachusetts Charita-

—— C————————— — S————————————  —— ————  ————————————— e ———

le Fire Society. Boston: Russell and Cutler, 1802.

(eds). The Duplicate Letters, the Fisheries and the
Missisgippi. Washington, D.C.: Davis and Force, 1822.

» Lectures on Rhetoric and Oratory. 2 Vols. Cam-
bridge, Mass.: Hilliard and Metcalfe, 1810.

. 'A Letter to the Hon. Harrison Gray Otis. Boston:
Oliver and Munroe, 1808,

« An Oration Addressed to the Citizens of the Town of

Quincy. Boston: Richardson, Lord and Holbrook, 1831,

« An Oration Delivered Before the Inhabitants of the
Town of Newburyporit. Newburyport, Mass.s DMorss and
Brewster, 1837.

& Parties In the United States. New York: Greenburg,
1941,

. A Review of the Works of Fisher Ames. Boston: Eve-

Allen, David Grays, Robert J. Taylor, Marc Friedlaender, and
Celeste Walker (eds.). Diary of John Quincy Adams. 2
Vols. Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap Press, 1931.

Butterfield. L. H., Marc Friedlaender, and Mary-Jo Kline
(eds.). The Book of Abigail and John: Selected Letters
of the Adams Family 1762-1784. Cambridge, Mass.: Har-
vard University Press, 1975.

Ford, Worthington Chauncey (ed.). Writings of John Quincy
- Adams. 7 Vols. New Yorks Macmillan Co., 1913.

96




97

Hamilton, Stanislaus Murray (ed.). The Writings of James Mon-
roe. 7 Vols. G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1901.

Hopkins, James F. (ed.). The Papers of Henry Clay. 8 Vols.
Lexington, Ky.: Unlver81ty of Kentucky Press, 1972.

Israel, Fred L. (ed.). The State of the Union Messages of the
Presidents of the United States. 2 Vols. New York: Chel-
sea House-Robert . Hector, 19

Koch, Adrienne, and William Peden (eds.). The Selected Writ-
ings of John and John Quincy Adams. New York: Alfred A.
Knopf, 1946.

LaFeber, Walter (ed.). John Quincy Adams and American Conti-
nental Empire. Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1965.

Locke, John. Second Treatise of Government. London: Pri-
vately printed, 1690. Re Reprint ed. New York: Barnes and
Noble, 1966.

« The Works of John Locke. 10 Vols. London: Thomas
Tegg, 1823. Reprint ed. Aalen: Scientia Verlag, 1963.

Lott, Davis Newton (annotator). The Presidents Speak. New
Yorks Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1961.

Manning, William R. (ed ). Diplomatic Correspondence of the
United States Concerning the Independence of the Latln-
American Nations. 3 Vols. New York: Oxford University
Press, 1925.

‘Muller, Julius W. (ed.). Presidential Messages and State
Papers. 10 Vols. New York: Review of Reviews Co., 1917.

Nevins, Allan (ed.). The Diary of John Adams, 1794-
1845. New York: Longmans Green, 192 .

U.S. angress. Annals of Congress. (8th Cong.; 1st Sess.),
1803. : .

» Congressional Globe. (27th Cong.; 1st Sess.), 1841.

U.S. Department of State. The United States and Russia: The
Beginning of Relations, 1765-1815. Washington, D.C.: Gov-
ernment Printing Office, 1980.

U.S. President. Compilation of the Messages and Papers of the
Presidents, 1789-1896. dJames D. Richardson (ed.) Wash-

ington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1897.




Secondary Sources

Aaron, Richard I. John Locke. Oxford: Oxford University
Press Y 1973 .

Adams, James Truslow. The Adams Family. Boston: Little,
Brown and Co., 1930.

Alvarez, Alejandro. The Monroe Doctrine. New York: Oxford
University Press, 1924. '

Banninga, Jerald L. "John Quincy Adams' Address of Julﬁ L,
1821". Quarterly Journal of Speech 53 (1967): L-49,

Barragy, Terrence J. "The Trading Age, 1792-1844". Oregon
Historical Quarterly 76 (1975): 197-224.,

Bemis, Samuel Flagg. John Quincy Adams and the Foundations of

——— —— | o ——————————— ——

American Foreign Policy. New York: Alfred A. Knopf,

.+ John Quincy Adams and the Union. New York: Alfred
A. Knopf, 1956.

"John Quincy Adams and George Washington". Proceed-
ings %% the Massachusetts Historical Society 67 (1945) :
365-384.

Benns, F. Lee. The American Struggle for the British West
India Carrying Trade, 1815—1%30. Clifton, N.J.: Augus-

tus M. Kelley, 1972.

Bergquist, Harold E., Jr. "John Quincy Adams and the Promul-
gation of the Monroe Doctrine, Oct.- Dec. 1823". Essex
Institute Historical Collections 111 (1975): 37-52.

Bourne, Kenneth. Britain and the Balance of Power in North
' America. Londen: Longmans, 1967.

Bowen, Catherine Drinker. John Adams and the American Revolu-

tion. Boston: Little, Brown and Co., 1950.

Brody, Baruch. "Locke On the Identity of Persons”. American
Philogsophical Quarterly 9 (1972): 327-33L4.

Brooks, Philip Coolidge. Diplomacy and the Borderlands: The
‘ " Adams-0Onis Treaty of 1819. Berkeley, Calif.: University
of California Press, 1939.

98



99
Buchler, Justus. "Act and Object In Locke". Philosophical
Review 46 (1937): 528-535.

Cherno, Melvin. "Locke on Property: A Reappraisal". Ethics

68 (1957): 51-55.

Clough, Wilson Ober (ed.). Intellectual Origins of American
National Thought. New York: Corinth Books, 1961.

Colman, John. Johh Locke's Moral Philosophy. Edinburgh: Edin-
burgh University Press, 1983.

Coughlln, Sister Magdalen, C.S.J. "“California Ports: A Key to

Diplomacy for the West Coast, 1820-1845". Journal of the
West 5 (1966): 153-172. _
Coxy I. J. "The Southwest Boundary of Texas". Texas State

Historical Association Quarterly 6 (1902): 81-102.

Cox, Richard H. Locke On War and Peace. New York: Oxford

University Press, 1960.

Crapol, Edward P. "John Quincy Adams and the Monroe Doctrine:
Some New Evidence". Pacific Historical Review 48

(1979): L413-418.

Curti, Merle. "The Great Mr. Locke: America’'s Phllosopher,
1783-1861." The Huntington Library Bulletin 11 (1937):
109-151.

Dickinson, Edwin DeWitt. "“The Analogy Between Natural Persons
and International Persons In the Law of Nations." Yale
Law Journal 26 (1917): 564-591,

Dorey, T. A. (ed.). Cicero. New York: Basic Books, 1965.

Dunn, John. The Political Thought of John Locke. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1969.

Earle, Edward M. "American Interest In the Greek Cause."”
American Historical Review 7 (1927): 460-478.

East, Robert E. John Quincy Adams: The Critical Years. New
York: Bookman Assos., 1962.

Eckardt, Ursula M. von. The Pursuit of Happiness In the Demo-
cratic Creed. New York: Frederick A. Praeger, 1959.

Encyclopedia of Philosophy, S.v. "Locke, John," by James
Gordon Clapp.

Flew, Anthony. “Locke and the Problem of Personal Identity."
Philosophy 26 (1951): 53-68.



100

Frondizi, Risieri. The Nature of The Self. Carbondale, Ill.:s

Southern Illinois University Press, 1971.

Golladay, V. Dennis. "The United States and British North
American Fisheries, 1815-1818". American Neptune 33
(1973):+ 246-257.

Graebner, Norman A. Empire on the Pacific. New Yorks:s Ronald
Press, 1955.

. Foundationg of American Foreign Policy. Wilmington,
Del.: Scholarly Resources, 1985.

Greene, Evarts Boutell. The Revolutionary Generation. New
York: Macmillan Co., 1945.

Grice, H. P. "Personal Identity". Mind 50 (1941): 330-350.

Guide to American Law. 12 Vols. St. Paul, Minn.: West Pub-
1ishing Co., 1983.

Hackett, Charles W. "The Development of John Quincy Adams's
Policy With Respect to An American Confederation and the
Panama Congress, 1822-1825." Hispanic-American Histori-
cal Review 8 (1928): 496-526.

Hargreaves, Mary W. M. The Presidency of John Quincy Adams.
Lawrence, Kansas: University of Kansas Press, 1985.

Heald, Morrell, and Lawrence S. Kaplan. Culture and Diplo-
macy. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1977.

Hecht, Marie B. John Quincy Adams. New York: Macmillan Co.,
1972.

Horwitz, Robert H. (ed.). The Moral Foundations of the Ameri-
can Republic. Charlottesville, Va.: University of Vir-
ginia Press, 1986.

Hoskins, Halford L. "The Hispanic American Policy of Henry
Clay, 1816-1828." Hispanic-American Higtorical Review 7
(1927): 460-478,

Howe, Daniel Walker. The Political Culture of the American

Whigs. Chicago::- University of Chicago Press, 1979.

Hoyt, ngin P. John Quincy Adams. Chicago: Reilly and Lee,
1963.

Illick, Joseph E. "John Quincy Adams: The Maternal Influence."
Journal of Psychohistory &4 (1976): 185-195.




101

Jackson, Reginald. "Locke's Distinction Between Primary and
Secondary Qualities.” Mind 38 (1929): 56=-76.

Johnston, Herbert. "Locke's Leviathan." The Modern Schoolman
26 (1949): 201-210.

Ketcham, Ralph. Presidents Above Party. Chapel Hill, N.C.:
University of North Carolina Press, 1984.

Lemos, Ramon M. "Locke's Theory of Property.” Interpretation:
A Journal of Political Philosophy 5 (1975): 226-244.

Leyden, Wolfgang von. Hobbes and Locke. New York: St. Mar-
tin's Press, 1982.

Lipsky, George A. John Quincy Adams: His Theory and Ideas.
New York: Thomas Y. Crowell Co., 1950.

Logan, John A., Jr. No Transfer: An American Security Princi-
ple. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1961.

Lunt, William P. A Discourse Delivered In Quincy, March 11,
1848 At the Interment of John Quincy Adams. Boston: Dut-

ton and Wentworth, 1848.

Mabbott, J. D. John Locke. London: Macmillan Co., 1973.

Mace, George. Locke, Hobbes, and the Federalist Papers. Car-
bondale, Ill.: Southern Illinois University Press, 1979.

Mackie, g. L. Problems From Locke. Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1976.

Masters, Roger D. "Lockean Tradition in American Foreign Pol-
‘icy." Journal of International Affairs 21 (1967): 253~
277.

McLemore, Richard Aubrey. Franco-American Diplomatic Rela-
tions, 1816-1836. Port Washington, N.Y.: Kennikat Press,

1972.

Melden, Abraham I. Rights and Persons. Berkeley, Calif.:
University of California Press, 1977.

Merli, Frank J., and Theodore A. Wilson (eds.). Makers of
American Diplomacy. New York: Charles Scribner's Sons,

1974.

Meyerhoff, Hans. The Philosophy of History In Qur Time. Gar-
den City, N.Y.: Doubleday Anchor Books, 1959.

Morgan, William G. "John Quincy Adams Versus Andrew Jackson:
Their Biographers and the 'Corrupt Bargain' Charge." Ten-
nessee Historical Quarterly 26 (1967): u43-58.



102

Morse, John T., Jr. John Quincy Adams. Boston: Houghton,
Mifflin Co., 18G8.

Nichols, Roy Fe The Invention of the American Political Par-
ties. New York: Macmillan Co., 1967.

O'Connor, D. J. John Locke. London: Penguin Books, 1952.

Parfit, Derek. "Personal Identity." Philosophical Review 80
(1971): 3-27

Parry, Geraint. "Individuality, Politics and the Critique of
Paternalism In John Locke.” Political Studies 12
(1964): 163-177.

. John Locke. London: George Allen and Unwin, 1978.

Paul, Ellen Frankel. "On Three Inherent Powers of Government."”
Monist 66 (1983): 529-544,

Perkins, Bradford.  "“The Suppressed Dispatch of H. U. Alding-
ton, Washington, November 3, 1823." Hispanic-American
Historical Review 37 (1957): L80-4835.

Post, David M. "Jeffersonian Revisions of Locke: Education,
Propertz-nghts, and Liberty." Journal of the History of
Ideas (1986): 147-157. -

Pratt, E. J. "Anglo-American Commercial and Political Rivalry
on the Plata, 1820-1830." Hispanic-American Hlstorlcal
Review 11 (1931): 302-335.

Reeve, Andrew. Property. Atlantic Heights, N.J.: Humanities
Press International, 1986.

Reinfeld, Fred. The Great Dissenters. New York: Thomas Y.
Crowell Co., 1959.

Reinhold, Francis L. "New Research On the First Pan-American
Congress Held At Panama in 1826." Hispanic-American His-
torical Review 18 (1938): 342-363.

Riley, Patrick. Will and Political Legitimacy. Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1982.

Robertson, William S. "The First Legatlons of the United
States In Latin America." Mississippi Valley Historical
Review 2 (1915): 183-212.

"The Recognition of the Hispanic American Nations By
the United States."” Hispanic-American Historical Review
1 (1918): 239-269.




103

Sahakian, William S., and Mabel Lewis Sahakian. John Locke.
Twayne's World Leaders Series. Boston: Twayne Publish-
ers, 1975.

Schochet, Gordon J. Life, Liberty, and Property. Belmont,
Calif.: Wadsworth Publishing Co., 1971.

Setser, Vernon G. IThe Commercial Reciprocity Pollcy of the
United States, 177B-1829. New York: Da Capo Press, 1969.

Silver, Thomas B., and Peter W. Schramm (eds.). Natural Right
and Political Right. Durham, N.C.: Carolina Academic

Press, 19

Simon, Walter M. "John Locke: Philosophy and Political
ngory American Political Science Review 45 (1951):
386-399.

Smith, Page. John Adamg. 2 Vols. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood
Press, 1933.

Soles, David E. “Locke's Empiricism and the Postulation of
Unobservables." Journal of the History of Philosophy 23

(1985): 339-369.

Spahr, Margaret. "Sovereignty Under Law: A Possible Redefini-
tion of Soverelgnty In the Light of Locke's Theory of
Liberty." American Political Science Review 39 (1945):

350-355.

Squadrito, Kathleen M. "Locke's View of Dominion."” Environ-
mental Ethics 1 (1979): 255-262.

Suits, David Bs "On Locke's Argument For Government." Journal
of Libertarian Studies (1977)s 195-203.

Tannenbaum, Frank. The American Tradition In Foreign Policy.
Norman, Okla.: University of Oklahoma Press, 1955.

Tassi, Aldo. "Two Notions of Consent In Locke's 'Second Trea-
tise'." Locke Newsletter 3 (1972): 26=32.

Tatum, Edward H., Jr. The United States and Europe, 1815-1823.
New York: Russell and Russell, 1967.

Tebbel, John, and Sarah Miles Watts. The Press and the Presi-

dency. New York: Oxford University Press, 1985.

Temperley, Harold. The Foreign Policy of Canning, 1822-1827.
London: G. Bell and Sons, 1925.

Van Tassel, David D., and Robert W. McAhren (eds.). European
Origins of American Thought. Chicago: Rand McNally Co.,

1969.




104

Varg, Paul A. New England and Foreign Relations. Hanover,
N.H.: University Press of New England, 1983.

Weisband, Edward. The Ideology of American Foreign Policy: A
Paradigm of Lockian Liberalism. Beverley Hills, Calif.:
Sage Publications, 1973.

Wiggins, David. Sameness and Substance. Cambridge, Mass.:
Harvard University Press, 1980.

Williams, William Appleman. The Contours of American History.
New York: World Publishing Co., 1961,

(eds). The Shapiné of American Diplomacy. Chicago:
Rand McNally Co., 1956,

Withey, Lynne. Dearest Friend: A Life of Abigail Adams. New

York: The Free Press, 1981.

Wojty4a, Karol, Cardinal. The Acting Person. Trans. by
Andrzej Potocki. Dordrecht: D. Reidel Publishing Co.,

1979.

Wright, Benjamin Fletcher, Jr. American Interpretations of
Natural Law. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University
Press, 1931.

Yolton, John W. Locke: An Introduction. Oxford: Basil Black-
wood, 1985.

« "Locke on the Law of Nature." Philosophical Review
67 (1958)s U477-498, -

(ed.). John Locke: Problems and Perspectives. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 1969.

Young, James Sterling. The Washington Community: 1800-1828.
New York: Columbia University Press, 1966



VITA

Carl Anthony Hinton

Born in Norfolk, Virginia, September 18, 1944. B.A. in
History, Norfolk State College, Norfolk, Virginia, 1974. M.A.
in Russian History, University of Maryland, College Park, 1978.
Additional study in Library and Information Science at the
University of Maryland, and in Secdndary Education at 01ld
Dominion University, Norfolk, Virginia. Archives intern and
candidate for M.A. in American History, College of William and

Mary, Williamsburg, Virginia, 1987.





