
CONSIDER THE SOURCE

OBSERVE good faith and justice 
toward all nations. 

Cultivate peace and harmony with all. 
Religion and morality enjoin this conduct. 
And can it be that good policy does not 
equally enjoin it? It will be worthy of a free, 
enlightened, and, at no distant period, a 
great nation to give to mankind the magnan-
imous and too novel example of a people al-
ways guided by an exalted justice and 
benevolence . . .

In the execution of such a plan nothing is 
more essential than that permanent, invet-
erate antipathies against particular nations 
and passionate attachments for others 
should be excluded, and that, in place of 
them just and amicable feelings toward all 
should be cultivated. The nation which in-
dulges toward another an habitual hatred 
or an habitual fondness is in some degree a 
slave. It is a slave to its animosity or to its 
aff ection either of which is suffi  cient to lead 
it astray from its duty and its interest. The 
nation prompted by ill will and resentment 
sometimes impels to war the government, 
contrary to the best calculations of policy. 
The government sometimes participates in 
the national propensity, and adopts through 
passion what reason would reject. . . .

So, likewise, a passionate attachment of 
one nation for another produces a variety 
of evils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
facilitating the illusion of an imaginary com-

mon interest in cases where no real com-
mon interest exists, and infusing into one 
the enmities of the other, betrays the for-
mer into a participation in the quarrels and 
wars of the latter without adequate induce-
ment or justifi cation. . . 

As avenues to foreign infl uence in innu-
merable ways, such attachments are par-
ticularly alarming to the truly enlightened 
and independent patriot. How many oppor-
tunities do they aff ord to tamper with do-
mestic factions to practice the arts of 
seduction, to mislead public opinion, to in-
fl uence or awe the public councils! Such an 
attachment of a small or weak toward a 
great and powerful nation dooms the for-
mer to be the satellite of the latter.

Against the insidious wiles of foreign in-
fl uence (I conjure you to believe me, fellow 
citizens) the jealousy of a free people ought 
to be constantly awake, since history and 
experience prove that foreign infl uence is 
one of the most baneful foes of republican 
government. . . .

The great rule of conduct for us in re-
gard to foreign nations is, in extending our 
commercial relation to have with them as 
little political connection as possible. So far 
as we have already formed engagements, let 
them be fulfi lled with perfect good faith. 
Here let us stop.

Europe has a set of primary interests which 
to us have no, or a very remote, relation. 
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ones. Massachusetts, for example, owed much more money than did Virginia. Only by 
striking a bargain with the Virginians were Hamilton and his supporters able to win pas-
sage of the assumption bill.
 Th e deal involved the location of the national capital, which the Virginians wanted 
near them in the South. Hamilton and Jeff erson met and agreed to exchange northern 
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Hence she must be engaged in frequent 
controversies, the causes of which are essen-
tially foreign to our concerns. Hence, there-
fore, it must be unwise in us to implicate 
ourselves by artifi cial ties in the ordinary vicis-
situdes of her politics, or the ordinary combi-
nations and collisions of her friendships or 
enmities.

Our detached and distant situation in-
vites and enables us to pursue a diff erent 
course. If we remain one people, under an 
effi  cient government, the period is not far 
off  when we may defy material injury from 
external annoyance; when we may take 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality 
we may at any time resolve upon to be scru-
pulously respected; when belligerent na-
tions, under the impossibility of making 
acquisitions upon us, will not lightly hazard 
giving us provocation; when we may choose 
peace or war, as our interest, guided by jus-
tice, shall counsel.

Why forego the advantages of so pecu-
liar a situation? Why quit our own to stand 
upon foreign ground? Why, by interweaving 
our destiny with that of any part of Europe, 
entangle our peace and prosperity in the 
toils of European ambition, rivalship, inter-
est, humor, or caprice?

It is our true policy to steer clear of per-
manent alliances with any portion of the 
foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now 
at liberty to do it, for let me not be under-
stood as capable of patronizing infi delity to 
existing engagements. I hold the maxim of 
less applicable to public than to private af-
fairs that honesty is always the best policy. 
I repeat therefore, let those engagements 
be observed in their genuine sense. But in 

my opinion it is unnecessary and would be 
unwise to extend them.

Taking care always to keep ourselves 
by suitable establishments on a respect-
able defensive posture, we may safely 
trust to temporary alliances for extraor-
dinary emergencies.

Harmony, liberal intercourse with all na-
tions, are recommended by policy, human-
ity, and interest. But even our commercial 
policy should hold an equal and impartial 
hand, neither seeking nor granting exclu-
sive favors or preferences; . . . constantly 
keeping in view that it is folly in one nation 
to look for disinterested favors from an-
other; that it must pay with a portion of its 
independence for whatever it may accept 
under that character; that, by such accep-
tance it may place itself in the condition of 
having given equivalents for nominal favors, 
and yet of being reproached with ingrati-
tude for not giving more. There can be no 
greater error than to expect or calculate 
upon real favors from nation to nation. It is 
an illusion which experience must cure, 
which a just pride ought to discard.

UNDERSTAND, ANALYZE, & EVALUATE

 1. What advice did George Washington off er 
on foreign policy?

 2. Did Washington advocate the complete 
isolation of the United States from 
Europe? Explain.

 3. How did Washington characterize Europe? 
What circumstances of the 1790s may 
have inspired this assessment?

Source: http://www.senate.gov/artandhistory/history/minute/Washingtons_Farewell_Address.htm.
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support for placing the capital in the South for Virginia’s votes for the assumption bill. 
Th e bargain called for the construction of a new capital city on the banks of the Potomac 
River, which divided Maryland and Virginia, on land to be selected by George Washington.
 Hamilton’s bank bill produced the most heated debates. Madison, Jeff erson, Randolph, 
and others argued that because the Constitution made no provision for a national bank, 
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