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whose person we greatly revere; whose government, while duly
administered, we are ready with our lives and properties to support.

2d. That the present ministry, being instigated by the devil and
led on by their wicked and corrupt hearts, have a design to take |
away our liberties and properties and to enslave us forever. 1

3d. That the late Act which their malice hath caused to be passed l
in Parliament, for blocking up the port of Boston, is unjust, iilegal J
and oppressive; and that we and every American are sharers in the ‘

insults offered to the town of Boston.
4th. That those pimps and parasites who dared to advise their
master to such detestable measures be held in utter abhorrence by ‘
us and every American, and their names loaded with the curses of
all succeeding generations. ;
sth. That we scorn the chains of slavery; we despise every attempt ‘
to rivet them upon us; we are the sons of freedom and resolved that, |
till time shall be no more, godlike virtue shall blazon our hemisphere. ‘

Questions

1. How does the language of the resolutions suggest that feelings toward
Great Britain have hardened in the colonies?

2. How do the resolutions qualify or limit Americans’ sense of loyalty to
the British government?

31. Thomas Palne, Common Sense (1776)

Source: Thomas Paine, Cornmon Sense (znd ed.: Philadelphia, 1776), pp. T,
6-12, 15-30.

Ironically, a recent emigrant from England offered the most persuasive
argument for American independence. Thomas Paine arrived in Philadel- |
phialatein 1774 and quickly became associated with a group of advocates

of the American cause. His pamphlet, Common Sense, appeared in January
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1776. 1t began not with a recital of colonial grievances but with an attack
on the principles of hereditary rule and monarchial government. Faine
then drew on Lhe colonists' experiences to make his case for indepen-
dence. Within the British empire, America’s prospects were limited; trad-
ing freely with the entire world, its future prosperity was certain, With
independence, moreaver, the colonies could for the first time insulate
themselves from involvernent in the endless imperial wars of Europe. But
more than such practical considerations, Paine outlined a stirring vision
of the historical importance of the American Revolution. The new nation
would become the home of freedom, "an asylum for mankind.”

Previous political writings had generally been directed toward the edu-
cated elite. Paine pioneered a new style of political writing, one designed
to expand dramatically the public sphere where political discussion took
place. Common Sense quickly became one of the most successful and influ-
ential pamphlets in the history of political writing, )

INTRODUCTION

Perhaps the sentiments contained in the following pages, are not yet
sufficiently fashionable to procure them general Favor; a long Habit
of not thinking a Thing wrong, gives it a superficial appearance of
being right, and raises at first a formidable outcry in defence of Cus-
tom. But the Tumult scon subsides. Time makes more Converts
than Reason.

As a long and violent abuse of power is generally the means of
calling the right of it in question, (and in matters too which might
never have been thought of, had not the sufferers been aggravated
into the inquiry,) and as the King of England hath undertaken in
his otwn right, to support the Parliament in what he calls Theirs, and
as the good People of this Country are grievously oppressed by the
Combination, they have an undoubted privilege to enquire into the
Pretensions of both, and equally to reject the Usurpation of either.

In the following Sheets, the Author hath studiously avoided every
thing which is personal among curselves. Compliments as well
as censure to individuals make no part thereof. The wise and the
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waorthy need not the triumph of a Pamphlet; and those whose senti-
ments are injudicious or unfriendly will cease of themselves, unless
too much pain is bestowed upon their conversions.

The cause of America is in a great measure the cause of all man-
kind. Many circumstances have, and will arise, which are not local,
but universal, and through which the principles of all lovers of man-
kind are affected, and in the event of which their affections are inter-
ested. The laying a country desolate with fire and sword, declaring
war against the natural rights of all mankind, and extirpating the
defenders thereof from the face of the earth, is the concern of every
man to whom nature hath given the power of feeling,

OF MONARCHY AND HEREDITARY SUCCESSION

Mankind being originally equals in the order of creation, the equal-
ity could only be destroyed by some subsequent circumstance; the
distinctions of rich, and poor, may in a great measure be accounted
for, and that without having recourse to the harsh ill sounding names
of oppression and avarice. Oppression is often the consequence, but
seldom or never the means of riches; and though avarice will preserve
a man from being necessitously poor, it generally makes him too
timorous to be wealthy.

But there is another and greater distinction for which no truly
natural or religious reason can be assigned, and that is, the distine-
tion of men into kinGs and susjecTs. Male and female are the distine-
tions of nature, good and bad the distinctions of heaven; but how 2
race of men came into the world so exalted above the rest, and dis-
tinguished like some new species, is worth enquiring into, and
whether they are the means of happiness or of misery to mankind.

All men being originally equals, no eneby birth could have aright
to set up his own family in perpetual preference to all others for ever,
and though himself might deserve some decent degree of honors of
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his contemporaries, yet his descendants might be far too unworthy
to inherit them. One of the strongest natural proofs of the folly of
hereditary right in kings, is, that nature disapproves it, otherwise
she would not so frequently turn it into ridicule by giving mankind
an ass for a lion.

As to usurpation, no man will be so hardy as to defend it; and that
William the Conqueror was an usurper is a fact not to be contra-
dicted. The plain truth is, that the antiquity of English monarchy
will not bear locking into.

THOUGHTS ON THE PRESENT STATE OF AMERICAN AFFAIRS

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 deter-
mine 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 con-
troversy, 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 has accepted the challenge.

The Sun never shined on a cause of greater worth. 'Tis not the affair
of a City, a County, a Province, or a Kingdom; but of a Continent—of
at least one eighth part of the habitable Globe. 'Tis not the concern of
aday, 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 pro-
ceedings now. Now is the seed-time of Continental unijon, faith and
honour. The least fracture now will be like a name engraved with the
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point of a pin on the tender rind of a young cak; the wound would
enlarge with the tree, and posterity read it in full grown character.

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 enquire into some of the many material injuries
which these Colonies sustain, and always will sustain, by being
connected with and dependent on Great-Britain. To examine that
connection and dependence, on the principles of nature and com-
mon 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 has flourished
under her former connection with Great-Britain, the same connec-
tion 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 taken any notice of 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 Eurcpe.

But she has protected us, say some. That she hath engrossed us is
true, and defended the Continent at our expense as well as her own,
is admitted; and she would have defended Turkey from the same
motive, viz. for 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; and 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 whe will always be our
enemies on the same account. Let Britain waive her pretensions to the
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Continent, or the Continent throw off the dependence, and we should
be at peace with France and Spain, were they at war with 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 lib-
erty 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.

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 protec-
tion, and her barrenness of gold and silver secure her from invaders.

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

But the injuries and disadvantages which we sustain by that con-
nection, 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 dependence on, Great Britain, tends directly
to involve this Continent in European wars and quarrels, and set 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 cught to form no partial connection with any
partof it. It is the true interest of America to steer clear of European
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contentions, which she never can do, while, by her dependence on
Britain, she is made the makeweight in the scale of British politics.
-

"Tis repugnant to reason, to the universal order of things, to all
examples from former ages, to suppose that this Continent can long
remain subject to any external power, The most sanguine in Britain
doth 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 connection, and art cannot supply
her place. For, as Milton wisely expresses, “never can true reconcile-
ment grow where wounds of deadly hate have pierced so deep.”

A government of our own is our natural right: and when a man
seriously reflects on the precariousness of human affairs, he will
become convinced, that it is infinitely wiser and safer, to form a con-
stitution of our own in a cool deliberate manner, while we have itin
our power, than to trust such an interesting event to time and chance,

O! ye that love mankind! Ye that dare oppose not only the tyr-
anny but the tyrant, stand forth! Every spot of the old world is over-
run with oppression, Freedom hath been hunted round the Globe.
Asia and Africa have long expelied her. Europe regards her like a
stranger, and England hath given her warning to depart. O! receive
the fugitive, and prepare in time an asylum for mankind.

Questions

1. Why does Paine begin his argument for independence withan atlack on
the prineiple of monarchy and hereditary succession?

2. What passages illustrate Paine’s effort to write in language ordinary
readers can understand?
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32. Jonathan Boucher's Argument against
Independence (1775)

Source; Jonathan Boucher, A View of the Causes and Consequences of the
American Revolution (London, r7¢7), pp. 505-15.

An English-born Episcopal minister, Jonathan Boucher preached in Vir-
ginia from 1759 to 1775, when he returned to England after receiving
threats on his life because of his loyalty to the crown, In 1797 he published
in London a series of sermons he had delivered in 1775 explaining his
opposition to the revolutionary movement. Boucher exemplified the con-
servative Loyalist movement that opposed American independence.

STAND FAST, THEREFORE, in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made
us free. (Galatians 5:1.)

Ientreat your indulgence, whilst, without too nicely scrutinizing
the propriety of deducing from a text a doctrine which it clearly
does not suggest, I once more adopt a plan already chalked out for
me, and deliver to you what occurs to me as proper for a Christian
andience to attend to on the subject of Liberty.. ..

Obedience to government is every man’s duty, because it is every
man’s interest; but it is particulatly incumbent on Christians,
because (in addition to its moral fitness) it is enjoined by the posi-
tive commands of God; and, therefore, when Christians are disobe-
dient to human ordinances, they are also disobedient to God. If the
form of government under which the good providence of God has
been pleased to place us be mild and free, it is our duty to enjoy it
with gratitude and with thankfulness and, in particular, to be care-
ful not to abuse it by licentiousness. If it be less indulgent and less
liberal than in reason it ought to be, still it is our duty not to disturb
and destroy the peace of the community by becoming refractory and
rebellious subjects and resisting the ordinances of God. However humil-
iating such acquiescence may seem to men of warm and eager minds,
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the wisdom of God in having made it our duty is manifest. For, asitis
the natural temper and bias of the human mind to be impatient under
restraint, it was wise and merciful in the blessed Author of our reli-
gion not to add any new impulse to the natural force of this prevailing
propensity but, with the whole weight of his authority, altogether to
discountenance every tendency to disobedience. ...

If it were necessary to vindicate the Scriptures for this their total
unconcern about a principle which so many other writings seem to
regard as the first of all human considerations, it might be observed
that, avoiding the vague and declamatory manner of such writings,
and avoiding also the useless and impracticable subtleties of meta-
physical definitions, these Scriptures have better consulted the
great general interests of mankind, by summarily recommending
and enjoining a conscientious reverence for law whether human or
divine. To respect the laws is to respect liberty in the only rational
sense in which the term can be used, for liberty consists in a subser-
viency to law. “Where there is no law,” says Mr, Locke, “there is no
freedom.” The mere man of nature (if such an one there ever was)
has no freedom: all his lifetime he is subject to bondage. It is by being
included within the pale of civil polity and government that he takes
hisrank in soclety as a free man.

Hence it follows that we are free, or otherwise, as we are governed
by law, or by the mere arbitrary will, or wills, of any individual, or
any number of individuals. And liberty is not the setting at nought
and despising established laws—much less the making our own
wills the rule of our own actions, or the actions of others—and not
bearing (whilst yet we dictate to others) the being dictated to, even
by the laws of the land; but it is the being governed by law and by
law only. The Greeks described Eleutheria, or Liberty, as the daugh-
ter of Jupiter, the supreme fountain of power and law. And the
Romans, in like manner, always drew her with the pretor’s wand (the
emblem of legal power and authority), as well as with the cap. Their
idea, no doubt, was that liberty was the fair fruit of just authority and
that it consisted in men’s being subjected to law. The more carefully
well-devised restraints of law are enacted, and the more rigorously
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they are executed in any country, the greater degree of civil liberty
does that country enjoy. To pursue liberty, then, in a manner not
warranted by law, whatever the pretense may be, is clearly to be hos-
tile to liberty; and those persons who thus promise you liberty are
themselves the servants of corruption. ...
True liberty, then, is aliberty to do everything that isright, and the
.being restrained from doing anything that is wrong. So far from our
having a right to do everything that we please, under a notion of lib-
erty, liberty itself is limited and confined—but limited and confined
only by laws which are at the sarne time both its foundation and its
support, It can, however, hardly be necessary to inform you that ideas
and notions respecting liberty, very different from these, are daily sug-
gested in the speeches and the writings of the times; and also that
some opinions on the subject of government at large, which appear to
me to be particularly loose arid dangerous, are advanced in the sermon
now under consideration; and that, therefore, you will acknowledge
the propriety of my bestowing some farther notice on them both. ..
This popular notion, that government was originally formed by
the consent or by a compact of the people, rests on, and is supported
by, another similar notion, not less popular, nor better founded.
This other notion is that the whole human race is born equal; and
that no man is naturally inferior, or, in any respect, subjected to
another; and that he can be made subject to another only by hisown
consent. The position is equally ill-founded and false both in its
premises and conclusions. In hardly any sense that can be imagined
is the position strictly true; but, as applied to the case under consid-
eration, it is demonstrably not true. Man differs from man in every-
' thmg that can be supposed to lead to supremacy and subjection, as
one star differs from another star in giory. it was the purpose of the
Creator that man should be social; but, without government, there
can be no society; nor, without some relative inferiority and supe-
tiority, can there be any government. A musical instrument com-
posed of chords, keys, or pipes, all perfectly equal in size and power,
might as well be expected to produce harmony, as a society composed
of members all perfectly equal to be productive of order and peace. If
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(according to the idea of the advocates of this chimerical scheme of
equality) noman could rightfully be compelled to come inand be amem-
ber even of a government to be formed by a regular compact, but by
his own individual consent, it clearly follows, from the same princi-
ples, that neither could he rightfully be made or compelled to submit
to the ordinances of any government already formed, to which he has
not individually or actually consented, On the principle of equality,
neither his parents, nor even the vote of a majority of the society (how-
ever virtuously and honorably that vote might be pbtained}, can have
any such authority over any man. Neither can it be maintained that
acquiescence implies consent; because acquiescence may have been
extorted from impotence or incapacity. Even an explicit consent can
bind a man no longer than he chooses to be bound. The same pringi-
ple of equality that exempts him from being governed without his
own consent clearly entitles him to recall and resume that consent
whenever he sees fit; and he alone has a right to judge when and for
what reasons it may be resumed.

Any attempt, therefore, to introduce this fantastic system into
practice would reduce the whole business of social life to the weari-
some, confused, and useless task of mankind’s first expressing, and
then withdrawing, their consent to an endless succession of schemes
of government. Governments, though always forming, would never
be completely formed; for the majority today might be the minority
tamorrow, and, of course, that which is now fixed might and would
be soon unfixed.

Questions

1. Why does Boucher believe that obedience to government is particularly
important for Christians?

2. How does Boucher differ from advocates of independence in his under
standing of freedom?




