
Washington’s Farewell Address 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our Union, it occurs as matter of serious 
concern that any ground should have been furnished for characterizing parties by 
geographical discriminations, Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Western; whence 
designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that there is a real difference of local interests 
and views. One of the expedients of party to acquire influence within particular districts is to 
misrepresent the opinions and aims of other districts. You cannot shield yourselves too much 
against the jealousies and heartburnings which spring from these misrepresentations; they 
tend to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound together by fraternal 
affection. The inhabitants of our Western country have lately had a useful lesson on this head; 
they have seen, in the negotiation by the Executive, and in the unanimous ratification by the 
Senate, of the treaty with Spain, and in the universal satisfaction at that event, throughout the 
United States, a decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions propagated among them 
of a policy in the General Government and in the Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests 
in regard to the Mississippi; they have been witnesses to the formation of two treaties, that 
with Great Britain, and that with Spain, which secure to them everything they could desire, in 
respect to our foreign relations, towards confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their 
wisdom to rely for the preservation of these advantages on the Union by which they were 
procured ? Will they not henceforth be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who would 
sever them from their brethren and connect them with aliens?... 

I have already intimated to you the danger of parties in the State, with particular reference to 
the founding of them on geographical discriminations. Let me now take a more 
comprehensive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the baneful effects of 
the spirit of party generally. 

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, having its root in the strongest 
passions of the human mind. It exists under different shapes in all governments, more or less 
stifled, controlled, or repressed; but, in those of the popular form, it is seen in its greatest 
rankness, and is truly their worst enemy... 

Observe good faith and justice towards 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 magnanimous and too novel example of a people always guided by an 
exalted justice and benevolence. Who can doubt that, in the course of time and things, the 
fruits of such a plan would richly repay any temporary advantages which might be lost by a 
steady adherence to it ? Can it be that Providence has not connected the permanent felicity of 
a nation with its virtue ? The experiment, at least, is recommended by every sentiment which 
ennobles human nature. Alas! is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan, nothing is more essential than that permanent, inveterate 
antipathies against particular nations, and passionate attachments for others, should be 
excluded; and that, in place of them, just and amicable feelings towards all should be 
cultivated. The nation which indulges towards another a habitual hatred or a habitual 



fondness is in some degree a slave. It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of 
which is sufficient to lead it astray from its duty and its interest. Antipathy in one nation 
against another disposes each more readily to offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight 
causes of umbrage, and to be haughty and intractable, when accidental or trifling occasions of 
dispute occur. Hence, frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody contests. 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; at other times it 
makes the animosity of the nation subservient to projects of hostility instigated by pride, 
ambition, and other sinister and pernicious motives. The peace often, sometimes perhaps the 
liberty, of nations, has been the victim. 

 
 
 


