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Introduction

WE NOW TAKE it for granted that “the people” are capable of governing themselves because Americans have demonstrated, over the span of more than two centuries, that it can be done. But it was not always so. In the late 1700s there was sparse evidence that such a high ideal could ever be achieved. Throughout history, kings, emperors, czars, and despots often ruled for themselves with scant regard for their subjects. In the newly born America, there was no guarantee that a just and durable republic founded on firm constitutional principles and fidelity to the rule of law could endure. Indeed, there was precious little precedent to follow.

The exemplary statesmen who gathered in the summer of 1787 in Philadelphia for a constitutional convention devised a dynamic system of separated powers among three branches of government. But such powers—especially those held by the executive and legislative branches—were circumscribed by checks and balances to guard against abuses and tyranny. Placing limitations on governmental action has proven to be an enduring feature of our representative democracy that has managed to constrain individual and collective overreach. At the time, it was uniquely American. Now, it is the envy of the world.

Never before had such a composition of pure self-governance been put to paper and tried. It was a daring experiment by bold men. Those who fathered our nation had the good sense and acumen to recognize that the very nature of man must be taken into account in the creation of a system of government. They understood man’s innate desire for liberty and freedom of choice. They recognized that in our natural state we cherish individuality and the ability to chart our own destinies. This is who we are.

They conceived a system in contemplation of those needs by creating a strong constitutional document that would form the basis of a more civilized and productive society. This innovative government by the people and for the people would be dedicated to the welfare and betterment of the citizens themselves. The framework they built reorganized America to elevate our inherent and shared humanity. The world watched with a combination of deep skepticism and optimistic hope.

Much has occurred and changed in the more than 230 years that have passed since the founding. Yet, the charter that our founders forged has stood the test of time, despite facing immense challenges and grave threats. The framers’ wisdom, strength, and moral courage inspired generations of leaders who would follow ably in their footsteps. Their collective story is integral to how America today came to be. It is a story best told through the lens of historic documents—included in this volume—that have been honored and preserved for our national heritage. This book is an inspiring narrative of people blessed with an invincible spirit that emanated from humble beginnings. That remarkable story is worth exploring here.

The birth of the United States of America as a new and independent nation was, at its core, an invention of necessity. Years later, Frederick Douglass wrote of man’s inalienable right to freedom: “The voices of nature, of conscience, of reason, and of revelation, proclaim it as the right of all rights, the foundation of all trust, and of all responsibility. Man was born with it.” In this speech, ironically a lament for America’s hypocrisy, Douglass could not have been more American.

This American spirit lived in the colonists who settled our shores, yearning for the kind of freedom that only self-governance could provide. They had grown weary of British rule by the point of a sword or gun. They resented their subjugation to the demands of foreign dictates. Over time, the people of America came to believe that a government of their own was their destiny and their natural right. So, it was by force of necessity that they severed the constraints that had bound them for the better part of two centuries. By declaring to the world its independence from Great Britain, America asserted its sovereignty and embarked on a novel form of government under social contract.

The formal document that became known as the Declaration of Independence was adopted on July 4, 1776, by members of the Second Continental Congress who had gathered in Philadelphia for the sole purpose of seeking a unanimous agreement to separate from the British crown and establish their own government. The second paragraph gave an emphatic voice to the ideals and aspirations of the people:

“We hold these truths to be self-evident: That all men are created equal: that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights: that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness: that, to secure these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed.”

The founding’s success depended on more than just abstract declarations. Vital to its execution were the extraordinary leaders who brought it to pass. Representatives from twelve colonies approved the Declaration, with New York granting its assent days later. There were fifty-six signers in all. Thomas Jefferson, who was considered the foremost writer of his day, oversaw the drafting of the Declaration and is considered by historians to be the principal author who penned the initial draft. However, he was aided substantially by the wisdom of Benjamin Franklin, John Adams, Roger Sherman, and Robert R. Livingston, who guided numerous edits until the parchment attained its final form.

George Washington was appointed by Congress to serve as commander in chief of the Continental army because the provocative language of the Declaration made full-scale war with Britain inevitable. King George III would surely view it as an insubordinate insurrection, which is precisely what happened. Armed conflict had already broken out more than a year earlier at the Battles of Lexington and Concord in Massachusetts and immortalized by Paul Revere’s “midnight ride” warning of British advances. While those menacing events galvanized the movement toward separation, not all colonists wished to breach ties with the British Empire. They feared the pain of retribution if independence should falter.

It wasn’t until Thomas Paine, an English-born American political theorist, published his sequential series of articles in a pamphlet known as Common Sense that most colonists became convinced that unconditional independence was the correct course of action. The written word, as it so often did throughout American history, would make the difference. Paine’s words, written in early 1776, were read or heard by nearly everyone in the months leading up to the Declaration of Independence. The fervor and inexorable logic of his arguments steeled the resolve of a nascent republic when he wrote, “Resolution is our inherent character, and courage hath never forsaken us.”

Almost immediately after the Declaration was signed, estrangement from Great Britain turned to open hostilities that escalated into the bloody five-year war that became known as the Revolutionary War or the War of Independence. The revolutionaries’ tenacity and perseverance meant that they finally won the recognition of the continental Old World powers (the confederacy would later attempt to repeat this coup, but no European countries officially recognized it). After early defeats and crushing setbacks, France entered on behalf of the colonists in 1778, and Spain joined the cause a year later with Dutch bankers offering needed financial support. This vital overseas assistance helped turn the tide against the sophisticated and well-armed British forces who eventually surrendered to the Continental army at Yorktown in Virginia in 1781. A year later articles of peace were signed, and the United States was formally recognized by Great Britain. Against all odds and with a display of boundless courage, Americans had won their independence. Now, the difficult job of just how to govern themselves lay ahead.

Over the next several years, the Continental Congress continued to convene as our fledgling nation operated under a loose structure of decentralized authority exercised by the states, together with a weaker central government. It proved counterproductive and entirely unworkable. At the time, the Articles of Confederation were acknowledged as a faintly cohesive but temporary measure. The moribund legislature had no ability to print money, regulate commerce, resolve territorial disputes, or even enforce its own decisions. Dysfunction soon took hold as the nation spiraled downward toward insolvency and collapse. Arguments over the levying of taxes and war pensions were mired in feckless inaction. The federal debt grew to a suffocating burden. With the young nation on the verge of tearing apart for lack of effective governance, it became increasingly clear that a more robust document and a stronger governmental system were required. A constitutional convention was ultimately convened in Philadelphia, the de facto capital of the new nation, with the objective of constructing “a more perfect union.”

The broiling summer of 1787 formed the backdrop for the convention, a grueling four-month debate over the design of an audacious and novel government that would forever change the course of history. The scheme finally arrived upon by the delegates envisioned three co-equal branches. The newly drafted constitution specified how each would function. The final document was signed on September 17, 1787, at Independence Hall in Philadelphia with the signatures of the thirty-nine delegates who attended the convention, nearly all of whom had participated in the American Revolution. It was presented to the public and ratified by nine of the thirteen states on June 21, 1788.

The new nation now had a constitution that itself would serve as the preeminent law of the land. The distinguished preamble was unequivocal in its statement of purpose:

We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of America.

If the Declaration was a gallant act of defiance against the yoke of an oppressive foreign power, the Constitution was a deliberative statement of purpose that laid the foundation for a new form of government by the people and for the people. It empowered citizens to navigate their future course and control their own destinies. They alone held the freedom to pursue their prospective happiness. The wisdom and foresight contained within our acclaimed founding charter cannot be overestimated. A truly representative government in a constitutional republic, such as ours, derives “their just powers” and sustenance from the “consent of the governed.” This was the objective so eloquently stated in America’s Declaration of Independence, and it served as the originating authority embodied in the Constitution of the United States.

Our founders believed that good governance must be both responsible in its administration and responsive to the needs of the people. Political and personal prosperity depends on a government that serves the will of the governed. It exists only insofar as its citizens want it to. That means preserving inalienable liberties and securing the rights of all individuals to advance the common good of society. At the same time, it should be striking the proper balance between personal freedom and public order. After all, while individuals are more important than government to the health of the republic, the founders were also profoundly skeptical of unfiltered mob rule.

The Constitution, in its attempt to balance these realities, was by no means a perfect document, nor had our founders created a perfect union. Notably, the country failed to live up to the laudable ambition identified by Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence that “all men are created equal.” The scourge of slavery was allowed to persist in what some regarded as a Faustian bargain to gain Southern acceptance of the Constitution. Northern states capitulated under the very real threat that the union would dissolve into separate and divisive parts. The quest for unity took precedence over basic human rights for all in a failure that would have far-reaching consequences.

At least one of the founders foresaw these consequences. At the close of the Constitutional Convention, Benjamin Franklin addressed his fellow delegates to express his sober misgivings. “I confess, that I do not entirely approve of this Constitution at present,” he stated. Nevertheless, he consented to it “with all its faults . . . because I expect no better.” Upon exiting the venue, he was asked what kind of government had been formed, to which he famously replied, “A republic, if you can keep it.” Franklin had evolved into an outspoken abolitionist and no doubt harbored deep regret that the delegates had left to future generations the ideal of “a more perfect union” grounded in universal freedom from bondage. His last public act two years later was to petition Congress to abolish slavery. It was a demand that went unheeded, and he died shortly thereafter.

Almost immediately following the Constitutional Convention, those who drafted the document recognized that it was inadequate or incomplete in a different manner. Nowhere was there a recitation of individual “rights” that would be guaranteed and protected. Several states resisted approval unless and until these rights were articulated in a series of amendments to the Constitution. The dilemma was remedied, albeit belatedly, when our esteemed Bill of Rights was conceived and adopted by the First Federal Congress.

Before the passing of the Bill of Rights, the process of ratification was an arduous one with no assurance that the necessary minimum of nine states would approve the Constitution. Many Americans feared that a strong national government would gradually replicate the very monarchy they had disavowed, resulting in an enormous sacrifice in human lives. Others were similarly convinced that the states had discarded or forsaken too many of their own rights to govern themselves. A vigorous public debate unfolded, and it seemed the Constitution might be defeated before it was even given an opportunity to succeed.

In response to this crisis, two of our greatest statemen, Alexander Hamilton and James Madison, embarked on an ingenious plan to counter the adverse opinion by composing and circulating nationwide a series of articles. These essays explained the rationale of the framers as they composed the Constitution and defended the innovative way that the new government would operate for the benefit of the people. John Jay contributed a few articles, although he was hobbled by ill health.

In all, eighty-five columns advocating ratification were distributed in various newspapers under the pseudonym “Publius” and were read avidly by an extraordinary number of citizens. In the same way that Thomas Paine’s Common Sense pamphlet spread ideas like wildfire, so these essays had a swift and profound effect on the national debate. These writings were later published in book form and became known as The Federalist or The Federalist Papers. They are considered to be the most authoritative and brilliant explication of how our government was intended to function. So persuasive were their arguments that public sentiment shifted dramatically in reverse and the Constitution was ratified a mere nine months after it was executed. The Bill of Rights strengthened the threads of our Constitutional fabric.

Now it was time for this fledgling experiment to fly. After his victory in the first federal election, George Washington was installed as our nation’s first president. John Adams was named vice president. A large expanse of land located along the scenic Potomac River was designated for construction of a new capital to serve as the permanent seat of government that became known as Washington, D.C. Our infant nation was beginning to take shape both literally and figuratively. But considerable challenges lay ahead that would test the integrity of the Constitution and the durability of an incipient government that had never before been tried. Many were convinced that it would either topple under the weight of endless political discord or rupture over geographical and cultural power disputes. Yet others were optimistic that our system of government was sturdy enough to uphold the promised vision of liberty and prosperity.

Some statesmen had grander ambitions. Even as the Constitution was being assembled word by word, Congress was looking westward to the future of a continent that had yet to be wholly explored and settled. Many Americans believed that their new nation could be so much more than a mere thirteen states. After all, there were thousands of miles of undeveloped territory in North America resting beyond its roughly drawn borders. They were determined to exercise what would subsequently be termed “manifest destiny” and “continentalism”—the pursuit of geographical and political hegemony in our hemisphere.

In July 1787, delegates to the Constitutional Convention adopted the Northwest Ordinance, which sketched out an aggressive method to secure the frontier regions past the Appalachian Mountains and northwest of the Ohio River in what would become the new states of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota. This seminal plan would serve as the central blueprint for an expanding United States that would reach eventually all the way to the Pacific Ocean. In 1803, the Louisiana Purchase Treaty with France nearly doubled the breadth of America’s size and opened regions west of the Mississippi River. The Treaty of 1818 designated the Canadian-American border. The next year, Florida was acquired from Spain, an agreement that also drew our southern border with Spanish Mexico. It was followed by the Monroe Doctrine in 1823, which further enlarged the United States by declaring, in part, that European countries had no right to colonize land in the Western Hemisphere.

As America was growing by leaps and bounds, it was guided by many of the great statesmen who fought in the Revolutionary War or who were deeply involved in the founding of our constitutional republic. In addition to our first president, George Washington, our nation was led in sequential order by John Adams, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, and James Monroe. Their experience, sagacity, and leadership skills played an essential role in shaping America during a critical juncture.

With no historic models to replicate, Washington recognized that responsibility for the future course of the executive branch of government rested upon his broad shoulders. “I walk on untrodden ground,” he remarked before his first inauguration. Those presidents who followed him would surely consider and accept many of the standards he set forth. Striking the proper balance of leadership tempered by prudence presented a formidable challenge. Washington believed that his behavior must be recognized by citizens as powerful enough to establish his reputation as a stable and effective chief executive while also maintaining a conciliatory posture to the will of the people expressed through the legislative branch of Congress. Above all, the Constitution must be followed in all matters pertaining to governance.

Our first president created several important precedents that endure to this day. He delegated authority for the handling of various state affairs to members of a “cabinet” that he personally appointed based on their experience. He proposed major legislation to Congress on taxation and trade that would help shape the United States for generations to come. He rejected the elevated titles of “Excellency” or “His Highness,” settling for the humbler address of “Mr. President” in reverence to democracy. Cognizant that Americans were wary of abusive monarchies, he chose to serve only two terms in office although he could easily have been elected to preside for another four years.

Washington’s departure was another pivotal moment for our nation. If he had stayed as a long-term leader or embraced his potential as a demagogue or tyrant, we may have a very different America today. Yet, even in leaving, Washington still felt concern for the young country.

In his written farewell address to the nation in 1796, which was penned with the assistance of Alexander Hamilton and James Madison, Washington announced his “retreat” from public service to allow others to bear the mantle of leadership. But before doing so, he offered his fellow Americans the “sentiments” and “disinterested warnings of a parting friend” without personal motive. Alarmed over divisive factions and growing sectionalism, Washington urged politicians and citizens alike to set aside their “geographical discriminations—northern and southern, Atlantic and western” for the sake of a national unity of purpose and mutual interest. He cautioned that our greatest threat was not from a foreign enemy but from a danger that lurked insidiously within the body politic itself. He reproved the growing influence of fractious political parties in the United States that had “become potent engines by which cunning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to subvert the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the reins of government.”

Washington’s warning was strikingly prescient. It is as relevant today as it was more than 220 years ago. In his address, he openly rued the jealousies, animosities, and vindictive nature that ruthless parties tend to sow. The outsized power of these political factions and their “baneful effects,” he observed, undermine freedom, enfeeble good governance, and can lead to “frightful despotism.” Washington argued that the guarantees and protections in the Constitution, not the whims and parochial self-interests of parties, are the surest conservators of liberty in a truly free society. Attendant to this is a healthy respect for the rule of law, which is the sacred duty of all individuals if this experiment in democracy is to survive and flourish.

Washington envisioned a harmonious government—free of vicious factions—as the “main pillar in the edifice of your real independence, the support of your tranquility at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your prosperity, of that very liberty which you so highly prize.” His parting words have long echoed as foundational to our constitutional republic. So much so that Washington’s farewell is read aloud each year in the U.S. Senate on his birthday as a tribute to his personal sacrifices, selfless leadership, and abiding wisdom.

It’s easy to look back on the founding and imagine it as the work of saintly heroes united in their aims. Washington’s words draw our attention to their imperfection. Although the founders of our country are often hailed as the guardians of liberty and freedom, this has never been entirely accurate. It is true that they established an industrious new nation of self-governance. Yet, Jefferson’s ideal that “all men are created equal” was aspirational at best. At worst, it was a dishonest and shameful illusion. In the nearly one hundred years following the Declaration of Independence, tantalizing notions of freedom for millions of enslaved Black Americans never came to fruition. That freedom simply did not exist. Its absence constitutes an indelible stain on the history of our nation that cannot be—and should not be—erased or ignored.

Before the Civil War, there were roughly four million African Americans held as slaves in the United States. Their chattel bondage, predominantly in the South, was both cruel and unconscionable. It is vital that any recounting of American history correctly reflect the atrocious conditions, brutal treatment, and inhumane suffering that were allowed to persist for the sake of bigotry and the profit produced through forced labor. The founders, many of whom were slave owners themselves—including Jefferson—bear responsibility for failing to live up to their own elevated commitment to equality. Some of them willingly compromised the courage of their convictions to hold the nation together at the expense of a forsaken population of whole people. The prejudices of others enabled the cancer of slavery to spread.

In the next century, the push for freedom and equality would accelerate. Although abolitionist movements to end slavery preceded our Declaration of Independence and Constitution, they grew in strength during the first half of the nineteenth century. Foremost among those advocating its overdue dissolution was Frederick Douglass, who escaped slavery and became well known and widely admired for his incisive newspaper compositions, popular books, and eloquent public oratory on the subject. An enthusiastic supporter of the Republican Party, Douglass became a confidant of President Abraham Lincoln during the Civil War and a welcomed presence at the White House. Lincoln sought out his advice and once remarked to Douglass in a room full of people, “There is no man in this country whose opinion I value more than yours.”

The abolitionist evolution met strong resistance from the dominant Democratic Party in the Southern slave-owning states as a North-South war loomed larger once the United States reached the mid-century mark. The passage of the long-debated Fugitive Slave Act in 1850, requiring that all escaped slaves be returned to their “owners,” was a compromise legislation that Congress hoped would forestall impending war. It accomplished the opposite. Incensed by the injustice of the act and the perpetuation of slavery, Harriet Beecher Stowe published her legendary novel, Uncle Tom’s Cabin, which became a near-instant international bestseller and was read by millions. Only the Bible sold more copies in that century. Its dramatic portrayal of the horrors of slavery helped shift public opinion and galvanize anger at the institutionalization of racial subjugation. Upon meeting Stowe in 1862, Lincoln is quoted as saying, “So you’re the little woman who wrote the book that made this great war.”

Most historians have discounted this apocryphal story of their meeting, since there is no real record of the remark during Lincoln’s meeting with Stowe. However, there is little doubt that the acclaimed author’s book had a momentous influence on American sentiment against slavery and contributed significantly to the mounting national divide that eventually precipitated the Civil War. Once again, we see the profound effect that the written word has had in the history of the United States.

The bloody conflict commenced shortly after the Republican nominee for president, Abraham Lincoln, took office. Fearful of an assassination plot, the new chief executive of the United States stealthily entered Washington, D.C., in the dark of night to assume his duties as the sixteenth president on March 4, 1861. With Southerners issuing incendiary threats to break away from the union, Lincoln vowed to enforce all federal laws in any states that seceded, as well as any attempt by them to seize government property.

Already, seven states had taken steps to separate from the United States by the time Lincoln accepted his oath of office. They rapidly formed the Confederate States of America, an alliance that soon grew to eleven states. But the first plainly provocative act came weeks after Lincoln was sworn in when, on April 12, Confederate forces began a predawn cannon bombardment on federal property known as Fort Sumter near Charleston, South Carolina. This marked the opening salvo of a bitter and costly four-year war that tragically claimed the lives of between 620,000 and 750,000 soldiers. Civilian casualties were never accurately determined.

Lincoln believed that slavery was a moral evil. Frequently citing the Declaration of Independence, he lamented that the founders had abandoned their responsibility to adhere to the pledge of equal rights for all irrespective of race. Intuitively and intellectually, he could not reconcile slavery’s deprivation of freedom with a nation that asserted an unqualified devotion to liberty. How could America tolerate forced servitude, much less promote it? The president resolved that slavery had been allowed to fester for far too long and must end. While saving the union was the stated cause of the Civil War at the outset, human freedom became the principal purpose as the Union North fought for emancipation of slaves in the Confederate South to salvage the integrity of America’s solemn promise.

As the war raged on, Lincoln assumed an aggressive posture as commander in chief, often directing and approving specific battle plans and visiting—at great personal risk—his generals in the field. To remove any doubt about his determination to extinguish the plague of bondage, he issued a comprehensive decree stating that all slaves in the rebellious states would be “forever free.” He signed this esteemed document, known as the Emancipation Proclamation, on January 1, 1863. It stands as one of the greatest acts of moral courage ever exhibited by an American president.

Lincoln wasn’t done. As Union forces led by the military aptitude and grit of Generals Ulysses S. Grant and William Tecumseh Sherman led storied campaigns against faltering Confederate forces, Lincoln worked tirelessly to marshal together enough votes in Congress to pass the historic Thirteenth Amendment to the Constitution. By early 1865 it was approved in both houses of the legislature and subsequently ratified by the states. Involuntary servitude within the United States was banished forever. It was followed by the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments, which granted all people equal protection of the laws and the unabridged right to vote regardless of “race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” Once again, alterations to the Constitution fortified its meaning and purpose.

The Civil War ended on the morning of April 9, 1865, when Confederate general in chief Robert E. Lee surrendered to Grant after the Union army prevailed in the Battle of Appomattox Court House in Virginia. Five days later, Lincoln was assassinated while watching a play at Ford’s Theatre in the nation’s capital. With his death, the dreams of an egalitarian society—politically, economically, and socially—seemed to vanish overnight. For the next one hundred years, Black Americans would not fully enjoy the same rights and privileges afforded to white Americans in education, employment, housing, public facilities, and military service. Slavery ended, but racism, discrimination, and segregation remained. It was not until the mid-twentieth century and the emergence of a passionate civil rights movement that American citizens and elected officials began to take corrective action to stamp out systemic inequality.

Racial prejudice wasn’t the only form of discrimination that was pervasive in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Gender inequality disadvantaged women in nearly every aspect of daily life beyond the home. If “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” was to be more than an entitlement for males only, women deserved to be given the right to vote and fair access to all other endeavors in American society. The campaign for women’s suffrage gained strength in the latter half of the nineteenth century when leaders such as Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Susan B. Anthony, Carrie Chapman Catt, and many others forcefully argued for universal suffrage. By the early 1900s several states had enfranchised voting rights for women, but it was not until the Nineteenth Amendment was ratified in 1920 that a national right to vote was added to the Constitution. It would take decades more before women were thoroughly integrated and accepted in politics and the American workforce.

As we can see from Lincoln, Douglass, and Anthony, the words of the founding continued to be evoked by new generations of American heroes. They understood and valued an education in the written history of this country.

The pioneers of Manifest Destiny having completed their march from sea to shining sea, Americans began looking to establish their might on the international stage. By the time Theodore Roosevelt became president at the turn of the century, the United States had evolved into a major force on the global stage. Continentally complete, geographically large, and blessed with an abundance of rich natural resources, the United States expanded its sphere of influence abroad. Mechanization in agriculture, the Industrial Revolution, technological advances, and a flourishing free-market system based on capitalist principles rapidly transformed America into an economic and military power throughout the world. This ascent also meant that the United States would play an active and essential role in simmering conflicts that might explode into full-fledged and sometimes catastrophic wars.

The United States was a reluctant warrior, drawn into World War I in 1917 only after Germany launched unprovoked attacks on maritime transports of passenger and merchant vessels in the North Atlantic and Mediterranean. Similarly, the United States entered World War II only after a direct attack by Japan on America’s naval base in Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, on December 7, 1941. In both global conflicts, the United States and its allies emerged victorious thanks to its military might, the courage of millions of service members, and the collective support of a selfless civilian population. The menacing Cold War with the Soviet Union followed until the Communist country collapsed in 1991 under the weight of its disintegrating economic and political systems. Throughout it all, our nation survived and thrived because of its strong national character, sound democratic governance, and what can only be described as American “exceptionalism.”

This same exceptional quality is what helped America endure the vicissitudes of misfortune and hardship that befell the nation. The Wall Street Crash of 1929 wiped out the savings and investments of millions of people. The Great Depression of the 1930s ensued with calamitous consequences under desperate conditions. Banks failed, factories struggled, businesses shuttered, farms went bankrupt, and roughly fifteen million people were left unemployed. Many lost their homes and were relegated to standing in breadlines and dependent on soup kitchens. As they often did through their history, Americans tapped an inner strength of spirit and determination. They refused to give up or give in, no matter how dire their circumstances grew. Hopelessness gave way to resolve when President Franklin Roosevelt counseled, “The only thing we have to fear is fear itself.” While stabilizing the financial system and shoring up industrial production, government leadership crafted programs that put people back to work and the country on a steady path toward long-term economic recovery.

Since then, American resilience has been tested repeatedly in a myriad of ways—the violent civil rights protests in the 1960s; anti-war demonstrations during the Vietnam era; the assassinations of President John F. Kennedy, his brother Robert F. Kennedy, and civil rights icon Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.; the terrorist attacks on U.S. soil on September 11, 2001, that claimed nearly three thousand lives; and controversial wars in Afghanistan and Iraq. Despite tragic events and devastating setbacks, Americans have persevered with admirable firmness and fortitude. Their individual and collective prosperity is due in large part to a system of self-governance that derives its health and energy from the people themselves.

The democratic principles envisioned by our founders and embodied in our hallowed Constitution serve as a conduit for the “pursuit of happiness.” It is not assured. As Benjamin Franklin famously quipped, “The U.S. Constitution doesn’t guarantee happiness, only the pursuit of it. You have to catch up with it yourself.”

This reliance on personal responsibility is a unique feature in our constitutional republic. Citizens do not serve the government, as some countries demand. Our political system is different and works effectively because it exists for the people. They have the final say over the direction of their own lives because they possess the ultimate power to express their will at the ballot box. Whenever government leaders exceed the limits of their authority and seek to impose unfair measures or extreme burdens, it is incumbent on the governed to voice their disaffection. They have often done so to the chagrin of elected leaders who overstepped their bounds. Trust in government can easily be squandered. In the end, it must be earned. This is what sustains our successful democracy.

America owes its unparalleled success to the statesmen and intellectuals who had the courage and wisdom to construct a new nation dedicated to freedom and prosperity. Their vision represents the triumph of an extraordinary idea. In this volume, the reader will find our founders’ words elegantly expressed in essays, speeches, pamphlets, and other documents. Generations of leaders who followed the founders’ path over the next two centuries capably built upon their foundational ideals, helping to preserve and advance America’s achievements while correcting her mistakes. Their writings and addresses are also included here and serve as an inspiration for all who care deeply about our nation’s heritage.

Admittedly, America is not perfect. Perfection is unattainable inasmuch as people are fallible. But just as the “pursuit of happiness” is aspirational, we continue to strive for “a more perfect union.” We seek ways to improve the human experience. Good governance creates the conditions that are conducive to individual prosperity. The durability of our republic and the freedoms our system has secured are a testament to the greatness of this nation and the indominable character of her people.

It is why the United States of America remains a luminous beacon of hope for liberty and justice throughout the world.




Liberty or Death

When the men and women who became known as Pilgrims first set foot on our eastern shores near the tip of what is now Cape Cod, Massachusetts, in November 1620, they signed a social contract on board the ship that delivered them to the New World. The Mayflower Compact gave birth to an incipient experiment in democracy. The simple one-page charter called for the establishment of “just and equal Laws” for the general good of the people to be administered by elected officials. It constitutes the first self-governing document in America and, in an embryonic way, laid the groundwork and guardrails for our nation’s future Constitution.

Over the next 150 years as settlements expanded and our population grew, prosperity gradually flourished from northern Maine all the way south to the Savannah River. Early on, Americans were left largely alone to govern themselves as they saw fit. England paid little attention. But as agriculture developed, a bustling trade industry took root. Domestic economic growth followed, and the wealth that was created began to exert an appreciable influence beyond the colonies. The home authority in London took notice.

The British monarchy and Parliament increasingly viewed their distant commonwealth as a rich source of raw materials to be mined and financial revenue to be exploited. England passed a series of laws asserting ever greater control over colonial affairs and their natural bounty. Mercantile and trade restrictions were imposed. Agriculture and commerce were strictly regulated. Burdensome taxes were levied. Businesses were searched and goods were seized without recourse or redress.

As colonists resisted what they regarded as an unfair restraint of their freedoms, imperial authorities under the direction of King George III took aggressive action to stifle local democracy, cancel governing charters, limit town meetings, and suppress dissent by law and force.

By the mid-1760s, the citizens were clamoring for open defiance. Rebellion seemed inevitable. When Parliament passed the Stamp Act, forcing colonists to pay a tax on every page of printed paper they used, “No taxation without representation” became a rallying cry. Leaders such as Samuel Adams of Pennsylvania, Patrick Henry of Virginia, and John Dickinson of Pennsylvania condemned the British for their tyranny and contempt toward American colonists.

London did not back down but instituted even more taxes and oppressive acts over the next several years, treating Americans as disobedient adolescents in dire need of discipline. The English Admiralty sent ships and regular troops to Boston to enforce compliance. In December 1773, townspeople had had enough and dumped hundreds of chests of tea into the harbor in protest of a new tax on the imported product.

The famous “Boston Tea Party” was a triggering event that ultimately led to armed conflict. At Lexington and Concord, colonial minutemen fought British redcoats as Paul Revere signaled the alarm. The Battle of Bunker Hill followed, and soon the Revolutionary War was fully underway.

In this section of our book, you will find important speeches, pamphlets, and documents that proved instrumental in galvanizing public opinion in favor of the decision by colonists to separate from England.

Patrick Henry’s address to the Second Virginia Convention ends with the immortal line, “Give me liberty, or give me death!” Thomas Paine’s Common Sense pamphlet was a powerful and persuasive indictment of British tyranny. But it also warned that “government even in its best state, is a necessary evil.” Paine advocated for the least intrusive government possible. John Adams built on this sentiment in his “Thoughts on Government” letter when he argued, “The happiness of society is the end (goal) of government.”

Thomas Jefferson’s Declaration of Independence articulates the need for a government that protects “Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.” His enumeration of individual or natural rights formed the basis for our cherished Bill of Rights. The Declaration’s self-evident truth that “all men are created equal” was an idea considered earlier by philosopher John Locke. It has become a hallowed principle of American values and one of the most acclaimed phrases ever written.




Editor’s Note: The original texts of many historic documents included herein exhibit word usage, punctuation, and spelling that readers may find strange, archaic, and incorrect by today’s literary standards. However, we have left most of them as written by their authors to maintain historical accuracy.




Patrick Henry’s “Give Me Liberty, or Give Me Death!” Speech

March 23, 1775

No man thinks more highly than I do of the patriotism, as well as abilities, of the very worthy gentlemen who have just addressed the House. But different men often see the same subject in different lights; and, therefore, I hope it will not be thought disrespectful to those gentlemen if, entertaining as I do opinions of a character very opposite to theirs, I shall speak forth my sentiments freely and without reserve. This is no time for ceremony. The question before the House is one of awful moment to this country. For my own part, I consider it as nothing less than a question of freedom or slavery; and in proportion to the magnitude of the subject ought to be the freedom of the debate. It is only in this way that we can hope to arrive at truth, and fulfill the great responsibility which we hold to God and our country. Should I keep back my opinions at such a time, through fear of giving offense, I should consider myself as guilty of treason towards my country, and of an act of disloyalty toward the Majesty of Heaven, which I revere above all earthly kings.

Mr. President, it is natural to man to indulge in the illusions of hope. We are apt to shut our eyes against a painful truth, and listen to the song of that siren till she transforms us into beasts. Is this the part of wise men, engaged in a great and arduous struggle for liberty? Are we disposed to be of the number of those who, having eyes, see not, and, having ears, hear not, the things which so nearly concern their temporal salvation? For my part, whatever anguish of spirit it may cost, I am willing to know the whole truth; to know the worst, and to provide for it.

I have but one lamp by which my feet are guided, and that is the lamp of experience. I know of no way of judging of the future but by the past. And judging by the past, I wish to know what there has been in the conduct of the British ministry for the last ten years to justify those hopes with which gentlemen have been pleased to solace themselves and the House. Is it that insidious smile with which our petition has been lately received? Trust it not, sir; it will prove a snare to your feet. Suffer not yourselves to be betrayed with a kiss. Ask yourselves how this gracious reception of our petition comports with those warlike preparations which cover our waters and darken our land. Are fleets and armies necessary to a work of love and reconciliation? Have we shown ourselves so unwilling to be reconciled that force must be called in to win back our love? Let us not deceive ourselves, sir. These are the implements of war and subjugation; the last arguments to which kings resort. I ask gentlemen, sir, what means this martial array, if its purpose be not to force us to submission? Can gentlemen assign any other possible motive for it? Has Great Britain any enemy, in this quarter of the world, to call for all this accumulation of navies and armies? No, sir, she has none. They are meant for us: they can be meant for no other. They are sent over to bind and rivet upon us those chains which the British ministry have been so long forging. And what have we to oppose to them? Shall we try argument? Sir, we have been trying that for the last ten years. Have we anything new to offer upon the subject? Nothing. We have held the subject up in every light of which it is capable; but it has been all in vain. Shall we resort to entreaty and humble supplication? What terms shall we find which have not been already exhausted? Let us not, I beseech you, sir, deceive ourselves. Sir, we have done everything that could be done to avert the storm which is now coming on. We have petitioned; we have remonstrated; we have supplicated; we have prostrated ourselves before the throne, and have implored its interposition to arrest the tyrannical hands of the ministry and Parliament. Our petitions have been slighted; our remonstrances have produced additional violence and insult; our supplications have been disregarded; and we have been spurned, with contempt, from the foot of the throne! In vain, after these things, may we indulge the fond hope of peace and reconciliation. There is no longer any room for hope. If we wish to be free—if we mean to preserve inviolate those inestimable privileges for which we have been so long contending—if we mean not basely to abandon the noble struggle in which we have been so long engaged, and which we have pledged ourselves never to abandon until the glorious object of our contest shall be obtained—we must fight! I repeat it, sir, we must fight! An appeal to arms and to the God of hosts is all that is left us!

They tell us, sir, that we are weak; unable to cope with so formidable an adversary. But when shall we be stronger? Will it be the next week, or the next year? Will it be when we are totally disarmed, and when a British guard shall be stationed in every house? Shall we gather strength by irresolution and inaction? Shall we acquire the means of effectual resistance by lying supinely on our backs and hugging the delusive phantom of hope, until our enemies shall have bound us hand and foot? Sir, we are not weak if we make a proper use of those means which the God of nature hath placed in our power. The millions of people, armed in the holy cause of liberty, and in such a country as that which we possess, are invincible by any force which our enemy can send against us. Besides, sir, we shall not fight our battles alone. There is a just God who presides over the destinies of nations, and who will raise up friends to fight our battles for us. The battle, sir, is not to the strong alone; it is to the vigilant, the active, the brave. Besides, sir, we have no election. If we were base enough to desire it, it is now too late to retire from the contest. There is no retreat but in submission and slavery! Our chains are forged! Their clanking may be heard on the plains of Boston! The war is inevitable—and let it come! I repeat it, sir, let it come.

It is in vain, sir, to extenuate the matter. Gentlemen may cry, Peace, Peace—but there is no peace. The war is actually begun! The next gale that sweeps from the north will bring to our ears the clash of resounding arms! Our brethren are already in the field! Why stand we here idle? What is it that gentlemen wish? What would they have? Is life so dear, or peace so sweet, as to be purchased at the price of chains and slavery? Forbid it, Almighty God! I know not what course others may take; but as for me, give me liberty or give me death!




Thomas Paine’s Common Sense Pamphlet, Excerpt

January 10, 1776

In the following pages I offer nothing more than simple facts, plain arguments, and common sense; and have no other preliminaries to settle with the reader, than that he will divest himself of prejudice and prepossession, and suffer his reason and his feelings to determine for themselves; that he will put on, or rather that he will not put off, the true character of a man, and generously enlarge his views beyond the present day.

Volumes have been written on the subject of the struggle between England and America. Men of all ranks have embarked in the controversy, from different motives, and with various designs; but all have been ineffectual, and the period of debate is closed. Arms, as the last resource, decide the contest; the appeal was the choice of the king, and the continent hath accepted the challenge.

It hath been reported of the late Mr. Pelham (who tho’ an able minister was not without his faults) that on his being attacked in the house of commons, on the score, that his measures were only of a temporary kind, replied “they will last my time.” Should a thought so fatal and unmanly possess the colonies in the present contest, the name of ancestors will be remembered by future generations with detestation.

The sun never shined on a cause of greater worth. ’Tis not the affair of a city, a country, a province, or a kingdom, but of a continent—of at least one eighth part of the habitable globe. ’Tis not the concern of a day, a year, or an age; posterity are virtually involved in the contest, and will be more or less affected, even to the end of time, by the proceedings now. Now is the seed time of continental union, faith and honor. The least fracture now will be like a name engraved with the point of a pin on the tender rind of a young oak; the wound will enlarge with the tree, and posterity read it in full grown characters.

By referring the matter from argument to arms, a new æra for politics is struck; a new method of thinking hath arisen. All plans, proposals, &c. prior to the nineteenth of April, i.e. to the commencement of hostilities, are like the almanacks of the last year; which, though proper then, are superseded and useless now. Whatever was advanced by the advocates on either side of the question then, terminated in one and the same point, viz. a union with Great-Britain; the only difference between the parties was the method of effecting it; the one proposing force, the other friendship; but it hath so far happened that the first hath failed, and the second hath withdrawn her influence.

As much hath been said of the advantages of reconciliation, which, like an agreeable dream, hath passed away and left us as we were, it is but right, that we should examine the contrary side of the argument, and inquire into some of the many material injuries which these colonies sustain, and always will sustain, by being connected with, and dependant on Great-Britain. To examine that connexion and dependance, on the principles of nature and common sense, to see what we have to trust to, if separated, and what we are to expect, if dependant.

I have heard it asserted by some, that as America hath flourished under her former connexion with Great-Britain, that the same connexion is necessary towards her future happiness, and will always have the same effect. Nothing can be more fallacious than this kind of argument. We may as well assert that because a child has thrived upon milk, that it is never to have meat, or that the first twenty years of our lives is to become a precedent for the next twenty. But even this is admitting more than is true, for I answer roundly, that America would have flourished as much, and probably much more, had no European power had any thing to do with her. The commerce, by which she hath enriched herself are the necessaries of life, and will always have a market while eating is the custom of Europe.

But she has protected us, say some. That she has engrossed us is true, and defended the continent at our expence as well as her own is admitted, and she would have defended Turkey from the same motive, viz. the sake of trade and dominion.

Alas, we have been long led away by ancient prejudices, and made large sacrifices to superstition. We have boasted the protection of Great-Britain, without considering, that her motive was interest not attachment; that she did not protect us from our enemies on our account, but from her enemies on her own account, from those who had no quarrel with us on any other account, and who will always be our enemies on the same account. Let Britain wave her pretensions to the continent, or the continent throw off the dependance, and we should be at peace with France and Spain were they at war with Britain. The miseries of Hanover last war ought to warn us against connexions.

It has lately been asserted in parliament, that the colonies have no relation to each other but through the parent country, i.e. that Pennsylvania and the Jerseys, and so on for the rest, are sister colonies by the way of England; this is certainly a very round-about way of proving relationship, but it is the nearest and only true way of proving enemyship, if I may so call it. France and Spain never were, nor perhaps ever will be our enemies as Americans, but as our being the subjects of Great-Britain.

But Britain is the parent country, say some. Then the more shame upon her conduct. Even brutes do not devour their young, nor savages make war upon their families; wherefore the assertion, if true, turns to her reproach; but it happens not to be true, or only partly so, and the phrase parent or mother country hath been jesuitically adopted by the king and his parasites, with a low papistical design of gaining an unfair bias on the credulous weakness of our minds. Europe, and not England, is the parent country of America. This new world hath been the asylum for the persecuted lovers of civil and religious liberty from every part of Europe. Hither have they fled, not from the tender embraces of the mother, but from the cruelty of the monster; and it is so far true of England, that the same tyranny which drove the first emigrants from home, pursues their descendants still.

In this extensive quarter of the globe, we forget the narrow limits of three hundred and sixty miles (the extent of England) and carry our friendship on a larger scale; we claim brotherhood with every European christian, and triumph in the generosity of the sentiment.

It is pleasant to observe by what regular gradations we surmount the force of local prejudice, as we enlarge our acquaintance with the world. A man born in any town in England divided into parishes, will naturally associate most with his fellow parishioners (because their interests in many cases will be common) and distinguish him by the name of neighbour; if he meet him but a few miles from home, he drops the narrow idea of a street, and salutes him by the name of townsman; if he travel out of the county, and meet him in any other, he forgets the minor divisions of street and town, and calls him countryman, i.e. county-man; but if in their foreign excursions they should associate in France or any other part of Europe, their local remembrance would be enlarged into that of Englishmen. And by a just parity of reasoning, all Europeans meeting in America, or any other quarter of the globe, are countrymen; for England, Holland, Germany, or Sweden, when compared with the whole, stand in the same places on the larger scale, which the divisions of street, town, and county do on the smaller ones; distinctions too limited for continental minds. Not one third of the inhabitants, even of this province, are of English descent. Wherefore I reprobate the phrase of parent or mother country applied to England only, as being false, selfish, narrow and ungenerous.

But admitting, that we were all of English descent, what does it amount to? Nothing. Britain, being now an open enemy, extinguishes every other name and title: And to say that reconciliation is our duty, is truly farcical. The first king of England, of the present line (William the Conqueror) was a Frenchman, and half the Peers of England are descendants from the same country; therefore, by the same method of reasoning, England ought to be governed by France.

Much hath been said of the united strength of Britain and the colonies, that in conjunction they might bid defiance to the world. But this is mere presumption; the fate of war is uncertain, neither do the expressions mean any thing; for this continent would never suffer itself to be drained of inhabitants, to support the British arms in either Asia, Africa, or Europe.

Besides what have we to do with setting the world at defiance? Our plan is commerce, and that, well attended to, will secure us the peace and friendship of all Europe; because, it is the interest of all Europe to have America a free port. Her trade will always be a protection, and her barrenness of gold and silver secure her from invaders.

I challenge the warmest advocate for reconciliation, to shew, a single advantage that this continent can reap, by being connected with Great Britain. I repeat the challenge, not a single advantage is derived. Our corn will fetch its price in any market in Europe, and our imported goods must be paid for buy them where we will.

But the injuries and disadvantages we sustain by that connection, are without number; and our duty to mankind at large, as well as to ourselves, instruct us to renounce the alliance: Because, any submission to, or dependance on Great-Britain, tends directly to involve this continent in European wars and quarrels; and sets us at variance with nations, who would otherwise seek our friendship, and against whom, we have neither anger nor complaint. As Europe is our market for trade, we ought to form no partial connection with any part of it. It is the true interest of America to steer clear of European contentions, which she never can do, while by her dependence on Britain, she is made the make-weight in the scale of British politics.

Europe is too thickly planted with kingdoms to be long at peace, and whenever a war breaks out between England and any foreign power, the trade of America goes to ruin, because of her connection with Britain. The next war may not turn out like the last, and should it not, the advocates for reconciliation now will be wishing for separation then, because, neutrality in that case, would be a safer convoy than a man of war. Every thing that is right or natural pleads for separation. The blood of the slain, the weeping voice of nature cries, ’TIS TIME TO PART. Even the distance at which the Almighty hath placed England and America, is a strong and natural proof, that the authority of the one, over the other, was never the design of Heaven. The time likewise at which the continent was discovered, adds weight to the argument, and the manner in which it was peopled encreases the force of it. The reformation was preceded by the discovery of America, as if the Almighty graciously meant to open a sanctuary to the persecuted in future years, when home should afford neither friendship nor safety.

The authority of Great-Britain over this continent, is a form of government, which sooner or later must have an end: And a serious mind can draw no true pleasure by looking forward, under the painful and positive conviction, that what he calls “the present constitution” is merely temporary. As parents, we can have no joy, knowing that this government is not sufficiently lasting to ensure any thing which we may bequeath to posterity: And by a plain method of argument, as we are running the next generation into debt, we ought to do the work of it, otherwise we use them meanly and pitifully. In order to discover the line of our duty rightly, we should take our children in our hand, and fix our station a few years farther into life; that eminence will present a prospect, which a few present fears and prejudices conceal from our sight.

Though I would carefully avoid giving unnecessary offence, yet I am inclined to believe, that all those who espouse the doctrine of reconciliation, may be included within the following descriptions. Interested men, who are not to be trusted; weak men, who cannot see; prejudiced men, who will not see; and a certain set of moderate men, who think better of the European world than it deserves; and this last class, by an ill-judged deliberation, will be the cause of more calamities to this continent, than all the other three.

It is the good fortune of many to live distant from the scene of sorrow; the evil is not sufficient brought to their doors to make them feel the precariousness with which all American property is possessed. But let our imaginations transport us for a few moments to Boston, that seat of wretchedness will teach us wisdom, and instruct us for ever to renounce a power in whom we can have no trust. The inhabitants of that unfortunate city, who but a few months ago were in ease and affluence, have now, no other alternative than to stay and starve, or turn out to beg. Endangered by the fire of their friends if they continue within the city, and plundered by the soldiery if they leave it. In their present condition they are prisoners without the hope of redemption, and in a general attack for their relief, they would be exposed to the fury of both armies.

Men of passive tempers look somewhat lightly over the offences of Britain, and, still hoping for the best, are apt to call out, “Come, come, we shall be friends again, for all this.” But examine the passions and feelings of mankind, Bring the doctrine of reconciliation to the touchstone of nature, and then tell me, whether you can hereafter love, honour, and faithfully serve the power that hath carried fire and sword into your land? If you cannot do all these, then are you only deceiving yourselves, and by your delay bringing ruin upon posterity. Your future connection with Britain, whom you can neither love nor honour, will be forced and unnatural, and being formed only on the plan of present convenience, will in a little time fall into a relapse more wretched than the first. But if you say, you can still pass the violations over, then I ask, Hath your house been burnt? Hath your property been destroyed before your face? Are your wife and children destitute of a bed to lie on, or bread to live on? Have you lost a parent or a child by their hands, and yourself the ruined and wretched survivor? If you have not, then are you not a judge of those who have. But if you have, and still can shake hands with the murderers, then are you unworthy of the name of husband, father, friend, or lover, and whatever may be your rank or title in life, you have the heart of a coward, and the spirit of a sycophant.

This is not inflaming or exaggerating matters, but trying them by those feelings and affections which nature justifies, and without which, we should be incapable of discharging the social duties of life, or enjoying the felicities of it. I mean not to exhibit horror for the purpose of provoking revenge, but to awaken us from fatal and unmanly slumbers, that we may pursue determinately some fixed object. It is not in the power of Britain or of Europe to conquer America, if she do not conquer herself by delay and timidity. The present winter is worth an age if rightly employed, but if lost or neglected, the whole continent will partake of the misfortune; and there is no punishment which that man will not deserve, be he who, or what, or where he will, that may be the means of sacrificing a season so precious and useful.

It is repugnant to reason, to the universal order of things to all examples from former ages, to suppose, that this continent can longer remain subject to any external power. The most sanguine in Britain does not think so. The utmost stretch of human wisdom cannot, at this time, compass a plan short of separation, which can promise the continent even a year’s security. Reconciliation is now a fallacious dream. Nature hath deserted the connexion, and Art cannot supply her place. For, as Milton wisely expresses, “never can true reconcilement grow where wounds of deadly hate have pierced so deep.”

Every quiet method for peace hath been ineffectual. Our prayers have been rejected with disdain; and only tended to convince us, that nothing flatters vanity, or confirms obstinacy in Kings more than repeated petitioning—and nothing hath contributed more than that very measure to make the Kings of Europe absolute: Witness Denmark and Sweden. Wherefore, since nothing but blows will do, for God’s sake, let us come to a final separation, and not leave the next generation to be cutting throats, under the violated unmeaning names of parent and child.

To say, they will never attempt it again is idle and visionary, we thought so at the repeal of the stamp-act, yet a year or two undeceived us; as well may we suppose that nations, which have been once defeated, will never renew the quarrel.

As to government matters, it is not in the power of Britain to do this continent justice: The business of it will soon be too weighty, and intricate, to be managed with any tolerable degree of convenience, by a power, so distant from us, and so very ignorant of us; for if they cannot conquer us, they cannot govern us. To be always running three or four thousand miles with a tale or a petition, waiting four or five months for an answer, which when obtained requires five or six more to explain it in, will in a few years be looked upon as folly and childishness—There was a time when it was proper, and there is a proper time for it to cease.

Small islands not capable of protecting themselves, are the proper objects for kingdoms to take under their care; but there is something very absurd, in supposing a continent to be perpetually governed by an island. In no instance hath nature made the satellite larger than its primary planet, and as England and America, with respect to each other, reverses the common order of nature, it is evident they belong to different systems: England to Europe, America to itself.

I am not induced by motives of pride, party, or resentment to espouse the doctrine of separation and independance; I am clearly, positively, and conscientiously persuaded that it is the true interest of this continent to
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