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injecting too much printing-press money into the
economy. One of the most important ways it does
this is by spending more than it takes in. In
fact, the federal deficit for 1980 is expected to
be several billion dollars greater than it was
last year. :

2. The insufficient supply is caused by punitive
government tax policles and regulations. High tax
rates and burdensome regulations penalize
increased production, resulting in a rate of
increasge in productivity that is lower in the U. S.
than in virtually all the other industrial nations.
Likewise, high tax rates discourage saving, thus
greatly reduc1ng the capital available to
businesses to expand productlon. For 1nstance,
the U. 8. rate of savings is flve times less
than the rate in Japan.

REAL SOLUTIONS: To curb 1nflatlon. we must:

1. Reduce income tax rates across-the-board to
stimulate production. We also should reduce taxes
on capital to help businesses increase their
1nvestment and productlon, and ellmlnate the
income tax on 1nterest from savings to encourage
thrlft

2. Eliminate unnecessary federal spending. We
should start by eliminating fraud and waste in
federal programs, which account for one-tenth or
more of all federal spending. We should also
transfer back to the states programs which do not
belong at the federal level, such as wélfare and
education, along with the tax resources to pay
for them.

3. Set constitutional limits on the level of
spending, as well as require that the federal
budget be balanced.

ENERGY

FACT: During the past three years, energy prices
have nearly doubled, and are now the highest in
U. S. history, while spot fuel shortages are
becoming commonplace. The government is now
seriously considering: ways to even moxe dramat-
ically increase energy prices; gasoline rationings
and other punitive controls on energy use -- all
of which will hurt the poor and the middle class
the most.

FICTION: The Carter administration has blamed
the energy crisis on:

I. "Wasteful and extravagant” energy use. We
use about one-third of the world's energy, but we
also produce one-third of the world's goods and
services, The fact is, the American people do not
"guzzle" fuel out of some malevolent desire to
inflict energy shortages on our nation. They use
energy because it is a necessary part of their
livelihood.

In fact, while fuel use was increasing in Europe
last year, Americans used about 8% less gasoline
than the previous year. And American industry
is using less energy now than it was in 1974,
even though it is producing 12% more goods and
services.

2, Unfalr allocatlon by oil companies. The
Department of Energy, not the oil companies,
allocates fuel. And former Energy Secretary James
Schlesinger admitted that the gasoline lines last
spring were caused by these federal allocation
rules. Moreover, a Congressional committee has
found that these federal allocation rules could
cause a heating oil shortage this winter -and more
gasoline lines next summer.

3. OPEC cutbacks in o0il production. If the U. S.
produced more of its own energy, we would not have
to rely so heavily on oil imports from OPEC.

4. Dwindling U. S. energy supplies. One




government study estimates that on the Outer
Continental Shelf alone there is more oil waiting
to be drilled. than has been produced in our entire
hlstory Another government study reports that

there is as much as 1,000 years of natural gas 1eft{
in the United St ates, Wal*lnd to be developed x

REAL CAUSES Our energy crisis is a crisis of
policy. Misguided government actions have reduced ]
domestic energy production, .and will continue to (
do so in the .future: '

1. Price controls: 0il production in the
continental U. S. has declined every year -since l
0il price controls were imposed in 1971. Natural
gas production has been declining .ever since -
natural gas price controls became effective. Yet i
despite controls, energy prices have soared, |
because they have forced us to import more oil. ?
An MIT study said that by 1977, oil imports were !
three and one-half times grea ‘@i than they would <
have been had there been no price controls.

2.‘“Wlndfall'proflts” tax. This tax has nothlng ,
to do with profits; it is a per-barrel sales tax !
“on domestic production. The Congressional Budget i
Office estimates the tax will reduce U. S. .oil '
prodactlon by up to 840,000 barrels per day (enoughi

+to fuel more chan one mllllon cars) g ,

3. Restrlctlve federal lea51ng. Professor William,
Moffat of Stanford estimates that insufficient }
leasing of lands could .cost the U. S. 3 millien '
barrels of oil per day : '

REAL SOLUTIONS: To increase domestlc enerqy )
production, we must: |

1. Eliminate price controls. e . |

2. Repeal the windfall profits tax, which is
only-a tax on production.

3. Lease more federal lands, while ensuring
environmental protection. For instance, expanded
leasing could triple oil production in Alaska.

4. Increase the use of coal and nuclear power.

EDUCATION -

FACT: Educational test scores have been declining
significantly, and are approaching their lowest
level in several decades. Low educational
achievement prevents nmany-students -~ especially
minority members -~ from securing decent,
well- paylng jObS

FICTIONz The Carter adnlnlstratron blares low -
educational attainment on too little £federal .
spending, so 1t established the Department of
Education. :But educational performance in the U. S.
increased from the 1930s until the 1960s without
substantial federal ‘aid. It was not until the
federal government became actively involved .in 1962
that test scores began-to decline; they have been
falling steadlly ever since.

REAL CAUSES

l. Too much federal control. Federal "uniform
standards™ for education have diminished local
control; but parents and local school boards know
best what their schools and students need.

2. Too many federal regulations on education.
Largely because of federal regulations, sane teachers
spend as much as. cne-third of their time filling
out forms -- which means less time for teachlng
students. :

3. Too much busing. Professor James Coleman,
the "father of busing," says that it is "wishful
thinking" that forced busing has improved education
for mincrities.

REAL SOLUTIONS: We must 1mprove the quallty of
education for all our children: .

1. Eliminate the federal Departmernt of Education,
and return control of the schools to parents and
local school boards.

2. Prohibit forced busing, except where school
districts intentionally segregate students.

3. Transfer general federal education aid programs
and the tax resources to pay for them to the states.




CONFIDENCE IN GOVERNMENT

FACT: During the past three years, confidence in
government has declined to new lows.

FICTION: The Carter administration believes
confidence in government has fallen because:
1. People have lost confidence in themselves.

This was the theme of the President's ‘July 1979
energy address.

2, The. federal'government'has not initiated
enough major new programs. The administration has
blamed the people’s lost confldence in part on
Congress' failure .to enact massive new energy and
health taxes and- bureaucrac1es

'REAL CAUSES: In fact,’pecgle have lost confidence
in government because: ’ -

1. The government continues to impose ineffective

policies, more taxes, and more regulations, while
national problems worsen.

2. Votérs have less influence, as their supposed
representatlves increasingly work against the
people and for special interests, by contlnually
spending billions on unnecessary programs and
tolerating fraud and waste. It is not surprising
that record numbers of people choose not to vote.

REAL SOLUTlON Voters should be Permltted to
initiate and vote dlrectly on national leglslatlve
matters. The initiative process has worked well
at the state level, leading to-such landmark
achievements as Prop051tlon 13 -- the tax
limitation measure —-— and’ other restrlctlons on
government's taxing and spending power. A national
initiative procedure would help restore both
voters' confidence in and control over their
government.

DEFENSE,

FACT: Our relative defense strength is the
weakest in recent history. Our conventional. forces
have declined compared to the Soviet Union. Cur
navy has half as many ships as the Soviet navy. And
in 41 categories of strategic nuclear capability,
the Soviet Union is superior in 33, and soon may
become superlor in the other 8.

FICTION: The Carter admlnlstratlon clalms that
our defensive capablllty is adequate. Yet it has:

1. Eliminated important weapons. The administra-
tion has cancelled the B-1 bomber, slowed the MX
Missile, delayed the cruise missile, cut the navy
shipbuilding program in half, and postponed the
neutron warhead. Now, three years late, the
administration admits that it was wrong, and that
the Soviets are not to be trusted.

2. Approved -a SALT II treaty which is -actually
strategic arms buildup, permitting the Soviets
to add 3,000 new missiles while allowing the U. S.
to play "catch-up," which it cannot do until 1990,
if then. And while Carter has temporarily withdrawn
the treaty from the Senate, he still plans to
abide by its terms.

REAL CAUSES: Our defensive strength has actually
weakened under the Carter administration because of

l. Its unilateral cutbacks in defen51ve
capablllty ’

2. Our weak economy.

REAL SOLUTIONS: To ensure ‘a -superior defense,
we must:

1. Build the weapons necessary to secure our
nation from attack.

2. Shelve the SALT II treaty, then negotiate for
verifiable nuclear arms limitation on both sides.

3. Inaugurate a new concept in continental defense and

econamic strength, by developing a closer association with
Canada and Mexico -— a North American Accord,




FOREIGN POLICY

FACT: Internatlonal respect for the United
States is at one of the lowest points in U. S.
history. During the past three years, U. S.
ambassadors have been assassinated, our émbassies
have been attacked, -and cur people have been taken
hostage. o

"FICTION: The Carter administration belleves
world peace can best be obtalned by

1. Projecting weakness, PreSldent Carter - = -
apparently knew that our embassy personnel in Iran
could be taken hostage, but. he refused to order
increased protection. He established relatlons
with Mainland China, but only by giving in to all
three of China's demands. And he negotiated the
Panama Canal treaty under threat from Panama that
otherwise it would blow up the Canal.

2. ‘Undercutting ocur allies in the hope that
other nations will “llke" us. President Carter
unilaterally cancelled our 25-year-old defense
treaty with Taiwan without cause, so the Communist
Chinese would "like"™ us. He ‘has refused to
recognize the new Rhodesian government so the
Marxist revolutionaries will "like" us. And he has
often worked against Israel in the Middle East so
the Arab nations will "like" us.

REAL CAUSES: World peace is weakened when the
United States, the leader of the free world, refuses
to support its ideals or its allies. This only
invites attacks on us and on other nations of the
world. Our weak response to the Iranian crisis, for
instance, convinced the Soviets we would not
respond effectively if they invaded Afghanistan.
Weakness produces only conflict, not peace.

REAL SOLUTIONS: Our foreign policy shoula be
guided by a commitment to:

1. Superior economic and defensive strength.

2. Consistency in dealing with other nations.

3. A desire to be respected again in the world.

CONCLUSION .

The problems which I -have described -- inflation,
energy, education, confldence in government,
defense, and foreign policy ~-- are but .a few of
the many critical issues fa01ng our nation in
the 1980s. They demand immediate, serious, and
effective solutions.

But.to be effective, our national leadership
must place its faith in individual, rather than
government, decisions; it must recognize the

destructive effect of past and present government

policies; and it must trust the American people to
do what they believe is best.

Freedom, economic growth, and national security
are the hallmarks of a truly great nation. We need
a national leadership which speaks of productivity
and jobs, rather than cutbacks and sacrifice: a
leadership which emphasizes a better life for
all, rather than special favors and privileges for
a few; and a leadership which is committed to
a strong and respected nation, rather than one
which is maligned and held hostage.

In short, we need a leadership with a wvision
of hope for the future. It is time to let go of
the mistakes of the past, and meet the new
challenges of the 1980s. All it takes is
commitment, understanding, and a little common
sense.

Together, let us make AmericaAgreat agaih.ﬂ

RONALD REAGAN
January 1980


















injecting too much printing-press money into the
economy. One of the most important ways it does
this is by spending more than it takes in. In
fact, the federal deficit for 1980 is expected to
be several billion dollars greater than it was
last year.

2. The insufficient supply is caused by punitive
government tax policiés and regulations. High tax
rates and burdensome regulations penalize
increased production, resulting in a rate of
increase in productivity that is lower in the U. S.
than in virtually all the other industrial nations.
Likewise, high tax rates discourage saving, thus
greatly reducing the capital available to
businesses to expand productlon. For instance,
the U. S. rate of savings is flve times less
than the rate in Japan.

REAL SOLUTIONS: To curb inflation., we must:

1. Reduce income tax rates across-the-board to
stimulate production. We also should reduce taxes
on capital to help businesses increase their
investment and productlon, and ‘eliminate the
income tax on 1nterest from savings to encourage
thrift.

2. Eliminate unnecessary federal spending. We
should start by eliminating fraud and waste in
federal programs, which account for one-tenth or
more of all federal spending. We should also
transfer back to the states programs which do not
belong at the federal level, such as welfare and
education, along with the tax resources to pay
for them.

3. Set constitutional limits on the level of
spending, as well as require that the federal’
budget be balanced.

ENERGY

FACT: During the past three years, energy prices
have nearly doubled, and are now the highest in
U. S. history, while spot fuel shortages are
becoming commonplace, The government is now
seriously considering: ways to even more dramat-
ically increase energy prices; gasoline rationings
and other punitive controls on energy use -- all
of which will hurt the poor and the middle class
the most.

FICTION: The Carter administration has blamed
the energy crisis on:

1. "Wasteful and extravagant” energy use. We
use about one-third of the world's energy, but we
also produce one-third of the world's goods and
services. The fact is, the American people do not
"guzzle" fuel out of some malevolent desire to
inflict energy shortages on our nation. They use
energy because it 1s a necessary part of their
livelihood.

In fact, while fuel use was increasing in Europe
last year, Americans used about 8% less gasoline
than the previous year. And American industry
is using less energy now than it was in 1974,
even though it is producing 12% more goods and
services.

2. Unfair allocation by oil companies. The
Department of Energy, not the oil companies,
allocates fuel. And former Energy Secretary James
Schlesinger admitted that the gasoline lines last
spring were caused by these federal allocation
rules. Moreover, a Congressional committee has
found that these federal allocation rules could
cause a heating o0il shortage this winter and more
gasoline lines next summer.,

3. OPEC cutbacks in oil production. If the U. S.
produced more of 1ts own energy, we would not have
to rely so heavily on oil imports from OPEC.

4. Dwindling U. 8. energy supplies. One




government study estimates that on the Outer

Continental Shelf alone there is more oil waiting .

to be drilled than has been produced in our entire
history. Another government study reports that
there is as much as 1,000 vears of natural gas left
in the United States, waiting to be developed.

REAL CAUSES: Our energy crisis is a crisis of
policy. Misguided government actions have reduced
domestic energy production, -and will .continue to
do so in the future:

1. Price controls: 0il production in the
continental U. S. has declined every year -since
0il price controls were imposed in 1971. Natural
yas production has been declining ever since
natural gas price controls became effective. Yet
Jdespite controls, energy prices have soared,
acause they have forced us to import more 011
An MIT study said that by 1977, 011 imports were
ihree and one-half times greater than they would
have been had there been no price controls.

2. "Windfall profits” tax. This tax has nothing
to do with profits; 1. is a per-barrel sales tax
on domestic production. The Congressional Budget
Office estimates the tax will reduce U. S. oil
production by up to 840,000 barrels per day (enough
o fuel more than one million cars).

3. Restrictive federal leasing. Professor William
Yoffat of Stanford estimates that insufficient
leasing of lands could cost the U. S. 3 millien
barrels of oil per day.

RECAL SOLJTIONS: To increase domestic enerqy )
productionh, we must:

1. Eliminate price controls.

2. Repeal the windfall profits tax, which is
only -a tax on production.

3. Lease more federal lands, while ensuring
anvironmental protection. For instance, expanded
leasing tould triple oil production in Alaska.

!
4., Increase the use of coal and nuclear power. }

[P

EDUCATION - ‘

FACT: Educational test scores have been decllnlng
51gn1f1cantly, and are approaching their lowest g
level in several decades. Low educational
achievement prevents many- students -~ especially
minority members -~ from securing decent,
well—paylng jObS.

FTCTION' The Carter adm1n1strat+on blames low
educational attainment on too little federal
spending, so 1t established the Department of
Education.  But educational performance in the U. S.
increased from the 1930s until the 1960s without
substantial federal aid. It was not until the
federal -government became actively involved in 1962
that test scores began to decline; they have been
falling steadily ever since.

REAL CAUSES:

l. Too much federal controcl. Federal "uniform
standards"™ for education have diminished local (
control; but parents and local school boards know
best what their schools and students need.

2. Too many federal regulations on education. ‘
Largely because of federal regulations, same teachers
spend as much as ocne-third of their time fiiling
out forms -- which means less time for teaching
students.

3. Too much busing. Professor James Coleman,
the "father of busing," says that it is "wishful
thinking” that forced busing has improved education
for minocrities.

REAL SOLUTIONS: We must impfove the quality of
education for all our children: .

1. Eliminate the federal Department of Education,
and return control of the schools to parents and
local school boards.

'2. Prohibit forced busing, except where school
districts intentionally segregate students.

3, Transfer general federal education aid programg
and the tax resources to pay for them to the states.




CONFIDENCE IN GOVERNMENT

FACT: During the past three years, confidence in
government has .declined to new lows.

FICTION: The Carter administration believes
confidence in government has fallen because:

1. People have "lost confidence in themselves.
This was the theme of the President's ‘July 1979
energy address.

2. The.federal government has not initiated
enough major new programs. The administration has
blamed the people's lost confidence in part on
Congress' failure to enact massive new energy and
health taxes and bureaucracies.

REAL CAUSES: In fact, people have lost confidence
in government because: '

1. The government continues to impose ineffective

policies, more taxes, and more regulations, while
national problems worsen.

2. Voters have less influence, as their supposed
representatives increasingly work against the
people and for special interests, by continually
spending biIlions on unnecessary programs and
tolerating fraud and waste. It is not surprising
rhat record numbers of people choose not to vote.

REAL SOLUTION: Voters should be permitted to
initiate and vote directly on national legislative
matters. The initiative process has worked well
at the state level, leading to such landmark
achievements as Proposition 13 -- the tax
limitation measure -—- and other restrlctlons on
yovernment's taxing and spending power. A national
initiative procedure would help restore both
voters' confidence in and control over their
government.

DEFENSE .

FACT: Our relative defense strength is the
weakest in recent history. Our conventional. forces
have declined compared to the Soviet Union. Our
navy has half as many ships as the Soviet navy. And

in 41 categories of strateglc nuclear capability,

the Soviet Union is superior in 33,
become superlor in the other 8.

and soon may

FICTION: The Carter administration clalms that
our defensive capability is adequate. Yet it has:

1. Eliminated important weapons. The administra-
tion has cancelled the B-1 bomber, slowed the MX
Missile, delayed the cruise missile, cut the navy
shipbuilding program in half, and postponed the
neutron warhead. Now, three years late, the
administration admits that it was wrong, and that
the Soviets are not to be trusted.

2. Approved -a SALT -II treaty which is -actually
strategic arms buildup, permitting the Soviets
to add 3,000 new missiles while allowing the U. S.
to play "catch-up,” which it cannot do until 1990,
if then. And while Carter has temporarily withdrawn
the treaty from the Senate, he still plans to
abide by its terms.

REAL CAUSES: Our defensive strength has actually
weakened under the Carter administration because of:

1. Its unilateral cutbacks in defen51ve
capablllty

2. Our weak economy.

REAL SOLUTIONS: To ensure a superior defense,
we must:

1. Build the weapons necessary to secure our
nation from attack,

2. Shelve the SALT II treaty, then negotiate for
verifiable nuclear arms limitation on both sides.
3, Inaugurate a new concept in continental defense and

econamic strength, by developing a closer association with
Canada and Mexico — a North American Accord.






































































©1086-1099, is the most penetrating analysis of Paine’s political ideas and their re-

" lation to the thought of other Revolutionary leaders.

Vd

A. THE CALL FOR INDEPENDENCE:
THOMAS PAINE, ‘‘COMMON SENSE’'" (1776)*%

SOME writers have so confounded society with government, as to leave
little or no distinction between them; whereas they are not only different, but
have different origins. Society is produced by our wants, and government by
our wickedness; the former promotes our happiness positively by uniting
our affections, the latter negatively by restraining our vices. The one encour-
ages intercourse, the other creates distinctions. The first is a patron, the last
a punisher.

Society in every state is a blessing, but government even in its best state
is but a necessary evil; in its worst state an intolerable one; for when we
suffer, or are exposed to the same miseries by a government, which we might
expect in a country without government, our calamity is heightened by
reflecting that we furnish the means by which we suffer. Government, like
dress, is the badge of lost innocence; the palaces of kings are built on the
ruins of the bowers of paradise. For were the impulses of conscience clear,
uniform, and irresistably obeyed, man would need no other lawgiver; but
that not being the case, he finds it necessary to surrender up a part of his
property to furnish means for the protection of the rest; and this he is
induced to do by the same prudence which in every other case, advises him
out of two evils to chuse the least. Wherefore security being the true design
and end of government, it unanswerably follows, that whatever form thereof
appears most likely to insure it to us, with the least expence and greafest
benefit, is preferable to all others.

In order to gain a clear and just idea of the design and end of govern-
ment, let us suppose a small number of persons settled in some sequestred
part of the earth, unconnected with the rest: they will then represent the
first peopling of any country, or of the world. In this state of natural liberty,
society will be their first thought. A thousand motives will excite them
thereto, the strength of one man is so unequal to his wants, and his mind
so unfitted for perpetual solitude, that he is soon obliged to seek assistance
and relief of another, who in his turn requires the same. Four or five united
would be able to raise a tolerable dwelling in the midst of a wilderness; but
one man might labour out the common period of life without accomplishing
any thing; when he had felled his timber he could not remove it, nor erect
it after it was removed; hunger in the mean time would urge him from his
work, and every different want call him a different way. Disease, nay even
misfortune would be death: for tho’ neither might be mortal, yet either
would disable him from living, and reduce him to a state in which he might
rather be said to perish than to die.

Thus necessity, like a gravitation power, would soon form our newly-

* These excerpts are reprinted from the London edition of J. Almon (1776),
pp. 1~-7, 10-12, 1423, 25-29, 39—40. The sentences and phrases in brackets were
printed in all American editions but deleted from the London edition.
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arrived emigrants into society, the reciprocal blessings .of which, would
supersede, and render the obligations of law and government unnecessary
while they remained perfectly just to each other. But, as nothing but heaven
is impregnable to vice, it will unavoidably happen, that in proportion as
they surmount the first difficulties of emigration, which bound them together
in a common cause, they will begin to relax in their duty and attachment to
each other; and this remissness will point out the necessity of establishing
some form of government to supply the defect of moral virtue.

Some convenient tree will afford them a State-House, under the branches
of which, the whole colony may assemble to deliberate on public matters.
It is more than probable that their first laws will have the title only of
RecuraTiONs, and be inforced by no other penalty than public disesteem.
In this first parliament every man, by natural right, will have a seat.

But as the colony increases, the public concerns will increase likewise,
and the distance at which the members may be separated, will render it
too inconvenient for all of them to meet on every occasion as at first, when

their number was small, their habitations near, and the public concerns few
and trifling. This will point out the convenience of their consenting to leave§

the legislative part to be managed by a select number chosen from the whole
body, who are supposed to have the same concerns at stake which those
have who appointed them, and who will act in the same manner as the
whole body would act, were they present. If the colony continue increasing,
it will become necessary to augment the number of the representatives, and
that the interest of every part of the colony may be attended to, it will be
found best to divide the whole into convenient parts, each part sending its
proper number; and that the elected might never form to themselves an
interest separate from the electors, prudence will point out the necessity of
having elections often; because as the elected might by that means return
and mix again with the general body of the electors in a few months, their
fidelity to the public will be secured by the prudent reflection of not making
a rod for themselves. And as this frequent interchange will establish a com-
mon interest with every part of the community, they will mutually and
naturally support each other, and on this (not on the unmeaning name of
king) depends the strength of government and the happiness of the governed.

Here then is the origin and rise of government; namely, a mode rendered
necessary by the inability of moral virtue to govern the world; here too is
the design and end of government, viz. freedom and security. And however
our eyes may be dazzled with show, or our ears deceived by sound; how-
ever prejudice may warp our wills, or interest darken E)ur understanding;
the simple voice of nature and of reason will say, it is right.

I draw my idea of the form of government from a principle in nature,
which no art can overturn, viz. that the more simple any thing is, the less
liable it is to be disordered, and the easier repaired when disordered; and
with this maxim in view, I offer a few remarks on the so much boasted con-
stitution of England. That it was noble for the dark and slavish times in
which it was erected, is granted. When the world was over-run with tyranny,
the least remove therefrom was a glorious rescue. But that it is imperfect,
subject to convulsions, and incapable of producing what it seems to promise,
is easily demonstrated.

Absolute governments, (tho’ the disgrace of human nature) have this
advantage with them, that they are simple; if the people suffer, they know
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the head from which their suffering springs, know likewise the remedy, and
are not bewildered by a variety of causes and cures. But the constitution of
England is so exceedingly corhiplex, that the nation may suffer for years
together without being able to discover in which part the fault lies; some will
say in one and some in another, and every political physician will advise a
different medicine.

I know it is difficult to get over local or long standing prejudices, yet if we
will suffer ourselves to examine the component parts of the English constitu-
tion, we shall find them to be the base remains of two ancient tyrannies,
compounded with some new republican materials.

First—The remains of monarchical tyranny in the person of the king.

Secondly—The remains of aristocratical tyranny in the persons of the peers.

Thirdly.—The new republican materials in the persons of the commons, on
whose virtue depends the freedom of England.

The two first, by being hereditary, are independent of the people; where-
fore in a constitutional sense they contribute nothing towards the freedom
of the state.

To say that the constitution of England is a union of three powers recipro-
cally checking each other, is farcical; either the words have no meaning, or
they are flat contradictions.

To say that the commons are a check upon the king, presupposes two
things:

First—That the king is not to be trusted without being looked after, or in other
words, that thirst for absolute power is the natural disease of monarchy.

Secondly—That the commons, by being appointed for that purpose, are either
wiser or more worthy of confidence than the crown. .

. But as the same constitution which gives the commons a power to check
the king by withholding the supplies, gives afterwards the king a power to
check the commons by empowering him to reject their other bills; it again
supposes that the king is wiser than those whom it has already supposed to
be wiser than him. A mere absurdity!

There is something exceedingly ridiculous in the composition of monarchy;
it first excludes a man from the means of information, yet empowers him
to act in cases where the highest judgment is required. The state of a king
_ shuts him from the world, yet the business of a king requires him to know it
thoroughly; wherefore the different parts, by unnaturally opposing and
destroying each other, prove the whole character to be absurd and useless.

Some writers have explained the English constitution thus: The king, say
they, is one, the people another; the peers are an house in behalf of the
king, the commons in behalf of the people. But this hath all the distinctions
of an house divided against itself; and though the expressions be pleasantly
arranged, yet when examined, they appear idle and ambiguous; and it will
always happen, that the nicest construction that words are capable of when
applied to the description of something which either cannot exist, or is too
incomprehensible to be within the compass of description, will be words of
sound only, and tho’ they may amuse the ear, they cannot inform the mind,
for this explanation includes a previous question, viz. How came the king
by a power which the people are afraid to trust, and always obliged to
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? a power could not be the gift of a wise people, neither can any
cl:;vcg: ?uuhcp}clh rlz)eeds checking, be from God; yet the provision, which the
zonstiéution makes, supposes such a power to exist. ' .

But the provision is unequal to the task.; Fhe means either cannot or wi
not. accomplish the end, and the whole affair is a felo de se; for as the greater
weight will always carry up the less, and as all thg wheels of. a machine are
put in motion by one, it only remains to know which 1’)ower in the constitu-
tion has the most weight, for that will govern; and th9 .the otpers, or a part
of them, may clog, or, as the phrase is, check the r_apldlty of its motion, yet
so long as they cannot stop it, their endeavours will be 1neffectgal; the Vﬁr§t
moving power will at last have its way, and what it wants in speed, 1s

i time. .
SupTr;:::dt}l:Z crown is this overbearing part in the English constitution, needs
not be mentioned, and that it derives its wholg consequence merely from
being the giver of places and pensions, is self—ev1den_t; wherefore, though we
have been wise enough to shut and lock a door against absolut:e monarcby,
we at the same time have been foolish enough to put the crown 1n possession
o 'tI‘};fek;:Iejudice of Englishmen in favour of their own goverr}ment by kings,
lords and commons, arises as much or more from nat.lonal pride than reason.
Individuals are undoubtedly safer in England than in some other: c?untrlgs,
but the will of the king is as much the law of the l.and in Britain as in
France, with this difference, that instead of proceedmg' directly from his
mouth, it is handed to the people under the more formidable shape of_ an
act of parliament. For the fate of Charles the First hath only made kings
more subtle—not more just. o )

Wherefore, laying aside all national pride and prejudice in favour' of
modes and forms, the plain truth is, that it is wholly owing to the constitu-
tion of the people, and not to the constitution of the government, that the
crown is not as oppressive in England as in Turkey. )

An inquiry into the constitutional errors in the English forrr} of govern-
ment is at this time highly necessary; for as we are never In a proper
condition of doing justice to others, while we continue under. the influence
of some leading partiality, so neither are we capable of doing it to ourselve_-s
while we remain fettered by any obstinate prejudice. And as a man, who is
attached to a prostitute, is unfitted to choose or judge of a w1f.e, so any
prepossession in favour of a rotten constitution of government will disable
us from discerning a good one.

Of Monarchy and Hereditary Succession

MANKIND being originally equals in the order of creation, the‘ec‘lual.lty
could only be destroyed by some subsequent circumstances; the dlstlr_1ct10n
of rich and poor may in a great measure be accounted for, a.nd that w1th_out
having recourse to the harsh, ill-founding 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 become wealthy.

But there is another and greater distinction, for which no truly natt.n‘al
or religious reason can be assigned, and that is, the distinction of men into




£
&
[

KINGS and SUBJECTS. Male and female are the distinctions of nature, good
and bad the distinction of heaven; but how a race of men came into the
world so exalted above the rest, and distinguished like some new species, is
worth enquiring into, and whether they are the means of happiness or of
misery to mankind.

In the early ages of the world, according to the scripture chronology,
there were no kings; the consequence of which was, there were no wars; it is
the pride of kings which throws mankind into confusion. Holland without a
king hath enjoyed more peace for this last century than any of the monarchi-
cal governments in Europe. Antiquity favours the same remark; for the
quiet and rural lives of the first patriarchs hath a happy something in them,
which vanishes away when we come to the history of Jewish royalty. . . .

To the evil of monarchy we have added that of hereditary succession; and
as the first is a degradation and lessening of ourselves, so the second, claimed
as a matter of right, is an insult and an imposition on posterity. For all men
being originally equals, no one by birth could have a right to set up his own
family in perpetual preference to all others for ever, and though himself
might deserve some decent degree of honours of his cotemporaries, 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 dis-
approves it, otherwise she would not so frequently turn it into ridicule by
giving mankind an Ass for a Lion.

Secondly, as no man at first could possess any other public honors than
were bestowed upon him, so the givers of those honors could have no right
to give away the right of posterity. And though they might say, “We choose
you for our head,” they could not, without manifest injustice to their chil-
dren, say, “that your children, and your children’s children shall reign over
ours for ever. Because such an unwise, unjust, unnatural compact might
(perhaps) in the next succession put them under the government of a rogue
or a fool. Most wise men, in their private sentiments, have ever treated
hereditary right with contempt; yet it is one of those evils which, when once
established, is not easily removed; many submit from fear, others from
superstition, and the more powerful part shares with the king the plunder
of the rest.

This is supposing the present race of kings in the world to have had an
honourable origin; whereas it is more than probable, that could we take off
the dark covering of antiquity, and trace them to their first rise, that we
should find the first of them nothing better than the principal ruffian of some
restless gang, whose savage manners, or pre-eminence in subtility obtained
him the title of chief among plunderers; and who by increasing in power,
and extending his depredations, over-awed the quiet and defenceless to pur-
chase their safety by frequent contributions. Yet his electors could have no
idea of giving hereditary right to his descendants, because such a perpetual
exclusion of themselves was incompatible with the free and unrestrained
principles they professed to live by. Wherefore hereditary succession in the
early ages of monarchy could not take place as a matter of claim, but. as
something casual or complimental; but as few or no records were extant in
those days, and traditionary history stuffed with fables, it was very easy,
after the lapse of a few generations, to trump up some superstitious tale,
conveniently timed, Mahomet like, to cram hereditary right down the throats
of the vulgar. Perhaps the disorders which threatened, or seemed to threaten,
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jce of a new one, (for elections among

decease of a leader, and the cfh01ce o , :
::ﬁit:ﬁs could not be very orderly) induced many at first to favor beredltary
tensions; by which means it happened, as it hath happened since, that
wl:at at ﬁr's’t was submitted to as a convenience, was afterwards claimed as a

right. )
England, since
groaned beneath a

the conquest, hath known some few good mc')nar.chs, but
much larger number of bad ones; yet no man mhhls senijs
ir claim under William the Conqueror is a very onourable
o sZyFt-titcl:hs;stard landing with an armed banditti, and estab1i§hing him-
on](? king of England against the consent of the natives., is.in. plain terms a
\s:;ry paltry rascally original. It certainly.hath no divinity in 1t'. Howgv}ci:: 1:
is needless to spend much time in e)fposmg the folly 9f hereditary r}lig ,t hl
there are any so weak as to believe it, le? them promlsf:uously_ worship : e
ass and the lion, and welcome. I shall neither copy their humility, nor dis-
i otion. ... .
turlzt:ﬁ:rge:nonarchy and succession have l.aid (not this or that kmg(}ilf)r;x
only) but the world in blood and ashgs. "Tis a form of _governmen?tw ic
the word of God bears testimony against, and blood f)vlll attend it. s
The nearer any government approaches to a republic the less busme;s
there is for a king. It is somewhat difﬁcult. to find a proper name fo.r t. e
government of England. Sir William Meredith calls it a requhc; but in Lts
present state it is unworthy of the name, because the corrupt influence of t g
crown, by having all the places in its disposal, hath so effectually swallow;e1
up the power, and eaten out the virtue of the house of commons (tle
republican part of the constitution) that the government of England is near y
as monarchical as that of France or Spain. Men fall out with names without
understanding them. For it is the republican and not the rr.10narch{ca1 part
of the constitution of England which Englishmen glory in, viz. the 'llb.erty of
choosing an house of commons from out of their own body——.and it is easy
to see that when republican virtue fails, slavery ensues. Why is the constlt_u-
tion of England sickly, but because monarchy hath poisoned the republic,
the crown hath engrossed the commons? . . .

Thoughts on the Present State of American Affairs

IN the following pages 1 offer nothing more than simple facts, plam. argu-
ments, and common sense; and have no other preliminaries to settle w.mth the
reade; than that he will divest himself of prejudice and prepossession, ar}d
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, .deClde the
contest; the appeal was the choice of the king, and the continent hath
accepted the challenge. . o

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 hogse of com-
mons, on the score, that his measures were only of a temporary kind, replied
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B “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 shone 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
feed-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 in it
ull grown characters.

2 By referring the matter from argument to arms, a new zra for politicks
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 enquire 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 connection 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,

T have heard it asserted by some, that as America hath flourished under
her former connection with Great-Britain, that the same connection 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 thriven upon milk, that it is never to have
5 meat, or that the first twenty years of our lives is to become a precedent for
i 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 inriched 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
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account, and who will always be our enemies on the same account. Let
Britain wave her pretensions to the continept, 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 relz.:l-
tion to each other but through the parent country, i. e. .that Pennsylvania
and the Jerseys, and so on for the rest, are sister colomes- 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 50 call
it. France and Spain never were, nor perhaps ever vyill 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 para-
sites, 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 ir 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 country, and meet him
in any other, he forgets the minor divisions of street and town, and calls
him countryman, i. e. countyman; but if in their foreign excursions they
should associate in France, or any other part of Europe, their local remem-
brance 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 inhabi-
tants, 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.
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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; wherefore, 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 inhabi-
tants, 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 friend-
ship 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 de-
pendance on Great-Britain, tends directly to involve this continent in Eu-
ropean 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 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 dependance
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 govern-
ment, 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 convic-

~tion, that what is called “the present constitution” is merely temporary. As I
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
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lai f argu ent, as we are running the next generation into debt,
E,lslgugttl:gddg theglvlvr:rk of it, otherwise we use them meanly and pit%fully.
In order to discover the line of our duty rightly, we sbould' take our ch.lldren
in our hahd, and fix our station a few years farther into hfe;' th?t eminenc

will present a prospect, which a few present fears and prejudices concea

ight.

fro'[n‘]hgz;}?gI would carefully avoid giving unnecessary offence, ye.t‘I am
inclined to believe, that all those who espouse .the doctrine of reconciliation,
may be included within the following descrlptlons.. Ir}terested men, who are
not to be trusted; weak men, who cannot see; prf:]udlced men, who will not
see; and a certain set of moderate men, who thlpk.better of Fhe E.uropegn
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 sufficiently brought to their doors to make them feel the pre-
cariousness with which all American property is possessed. But let our
imaginations transport us for a few moments to Boston, that seat of wretcheFi-
ness will teach us wisdom, and instruct us for ever to renounce a Qower 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 alterna-
tive than to stay and starve, or turn out to beg. Endangered by the ﬁrfz of
their friends if they continue within the city, and plundered by the soldiery
if they leave it. In their present condition they are pris_oners 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 connexion with Britain,
whom you can neither love nor honour, will be forced and unnatural, 'fmd
being formed only on the plan of present convenience, will in a little t@e
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 desti-
tute 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 vuined 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 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 s?u;u_ld
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 deter-
minately 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 neglected, the
whole continent will partake of the misfértune; 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 pierc’d so
deep.”

Every quiet method for peace hath been ineffectual. Qur 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 unmean-
ing 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 in-
stance 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 independence; I am clearly, positively, and con-
scientiously persuaded, that it is the true interest of this continent to be so;
that every thing short of that is mere patchwork, that it can afford no lasting
felicity,----that it is leaving the sword to our children, and shrinking back at
a time, when, a little more, a little farther, would have rendered this con-
tinent the glory of the earth.

As Britain hath not manifested the least inclination towards a compromise,
.. we may be assured that no terms can be obtained worthy the acceptance of
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the continent, or any ‘ways equal to the expence of blood and treasure we

ready put to. )
ba";';:eggj:}:tecoztgnded for, ought always to bear some just pr?portlor} to
the expence. The removal of North, or the whole detestable junto, is a
matter unworthy the millions we have expended. A ter_nporary stoppage of
trade, was an inconvenience: which would have sufficiently ba!lanc.ed (:hef
repeal of all the acts complained of, haq such repeals been obtamed., bl{t i
the whole continent must take up arms, .1f every man mu§t be a.sc.)ldler, it is
scarcely worth our while to fight against a contemPtlble r.mmstry only.
Dearly, dearly, do we pay for the repeal of the acts, if that is all we ﬁght
for: for in a just estimation, it is as great a'folly to pay a Bunker-hill price
for law as for land. As I have always considered the }ndependency of this
continent as an event which sooner or later must arrive, so from the late
rapid progress of the continent to maturity, the event could not .be far off.
Wherefore, on the breaking out of hostilities, it was not worth while to have
disputed a matter which time would have finally redressed, unle§s we meant
to be in earnest; otherwise it is like wasting an e.state on a suit at law, to
regulate the trespasses of a tenant, whose lease is just expiring. No man was
a warmer wisher for reconciliation than myself before the fatal nineteenth
of April, 1775, but the moment the event of that day was made known, [I
rejected the hardened sullen-tempered Pharaoh of England for ever; and
disdain the wretch, that with the pretended title of FATHER OF H'IS
PEOPLE can unfeelingly hear of their slaughter, and composedly sleep with
their blood upon his soul]. . . . .

But the most powerful of all arguments, is, that nothing but mdepend?mce,
i e. a continental form of government, can keep the peace of the contlr}gnt
and preserve it inviolate from civil wars. I dread the event of a reconcilia-
tion with Britain now, as it is more than probable, that it will be followed
by a revolt somewhere or other, the consequences of which may be far more
fatal than all the malice of Britain. . ..

The colonies have manifested such a spirit of good order and obedience
to continental government, as is sufficient to make every reasonable person
easy and happy on that head. No man can assign the least pretence for his
fears, on any other grounds than such as are truly childish and ridiculous,
viz. that one colony will be striving for superiority over another.

Where there are no distinctions, there can be no superiority; perfect
equality affords no temptation. The republics of Europe are all (and we may
say always) in peace. Holland and Switzerland are without wars, foreign or
domestic: monarchical governments, it is true, are never long at rest; the
crown itself is a temptation to enterprising ruffians at home; and that degree
of pride and insolence ever attendant on regal authority, swells into a ruptgre
with foreign powers, in instances where a republican government, by being
formed on more natural principles, would negociate the mistake.

If there is any true cause of fear respecting independance, it is because no
plan is yet laid down. Men do not see their way out—Wherefore, as an
opening into that business, I offer the following hints; . . .

LET the assemblies be annual, with a President only.----The represen'ta-
tion more equal. Their business wholly domestic, and subject to the authority
of a Continental Congress. . . . )

But as there is a peculiar delicacy, from whom, or in what manner this
business must first arise, and as it seems most agreeable and consistent,
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‘that i't"sho'uld"come from some intermediate body between the governed and
" the governors, that is, between the Congress and the people, let a CONTINEN-
raL CONFERENCE be held . . . to frame a CONTINENTAL CHARTER, or CHARTER
of the United Colonies; (answering to what is called the Magna Charta of
England) fixing the number and manner of choosing members of Congress,
members of Assembly, with their date of sitting, and drawing the line of
business and jurisdiction between them: (Always remembering, that our
strength is continental, not provincial:) Securing freedom and property to
all men, and above all things, the free exercise of religion, according to the
dictates of conscience: with such other matter as is necessary for a charter
to contain. Immediately after which, the said Conference to dissolve, and
the bodies which shall be chosen conformable to the said charter, to be the
legislators and governors of this continent for the time being. . . .

But where, say some, is the King of America? I'll tell you, Friend, he
reigns above, and doth not make havoc of mankind [like the Royal Brute of
Great Britain.] Yet that we may not appear to be defective even in earthly
honours, let a day be solemnly set apart for proclaiming the charter; let it
be brought forth placed on the divine law, the word of God; let a crown be
placed thereon, by which the world may know that so far we approve of
monarchy, that in America THE LAW 1S KING. For as in absolute governments
the King is law, so in free countries the law ought to be King; and there
ought to be no other. But lest any ill use should afterwards arise, let the
crown, at the conclusion of the ceremony, be demolished, and scattered
among the people whose right it is.

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 constitution of our own in a
cool deliberate manner, while we have it in our power, than to trust such an
interesting event to time and chance, . . .

To CoNCLUDE, however strange it may appear to some, or however unwill-
ing they may be to think so, matters not, but many strong, and striking
reasons may be given, to shew, that nothing can settle our affairs so expe-
ditiously as an open, and determined declaration for independance. Some of
which are,

First. It is the custom of nations, when any two are at war, for some other
powers, not engaged in the quarrel, to step in as mediators, and bring about the
preliminaries of a peace: but while America calls herself the subject of Great-
Britain, no power, however well disposed she may be, can offer her mediation.
Wherefore, in our present state we may quarrel on for ever.

Secondly. It is unreasonable to suppose, that France or Spain will give us any
kind of assistance, if we mean only to make use of that assistance for the purpose
of repairing the breach, and strengthening the connection between' Britain, and
America; because, those powers would be sufferers by the consequences.

Thirdly. While we profess ourselves the subjects of Britain, we must, in the eye
of foreign nations, be considered as rebels. The precedent is somewhat dangerous
to their peace, for men to be in arms under the name of subjects; we, on the spot,
can solve the paradox: but to unite resistance, and subjection, requires an idea
:~ " much too refined for common understanding.

> Fourthly, Were a manifesto to be published, and dispatched to foreign courts,
etting forth the miseries we have endured, and the peaceable methods we have
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: edress; declaring at the same time, that not being able, any
meﬁectltlzl lli):/:‘;;dp;?lryror safely under %he cruel disposition of the British court, we
londge;éen driven to the necessity of breaking off all connectior} with her; at the
::me time, aésuring all such courts of our peaceable dispositlc.m towards them,
and of our desire of entering into trade wifh therp: such a n}emonal 'would .p.roduie
;nore good effects to this Continent, than if a ship were freighted with petitions to

Britain.

Under our present denomination of British subjec-ts, we can neither ble
received nor heard abroad: The custom of all cqurts is agam.st us, and will
be so, until, by an independance, we take rank with othe1: nations. . 1

These proceedings may at first appear strange .anc.l dlﬂic?ult; t?ut, like al
other steps which we have already passed over, will in a little time becom.e
familiar, and agreeable; and, until an independancg is declared, the Conti-
nent will feel itself like a man who continues putting off some unpleasapt
business from day to day, yet knows it must be done; hates to .act about' it,
wishes it over, and is continually haunted with the thoughts of its necessity.

B. TOWARD THE CREATION OF INDEPENDENT
STATE GOVERNMENTS: THE RESOLVES

AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF CONGRESS

(MAY 10, 15, 1776)"

Whereas his Britannic Majesty, in conjunction with the lords and com_mons
of Great Britain, has, by a late act of Parliament, excluded the inhabitants
of these United Colonies from the protection of his crown; And whereas, no
answer, whatever, to the humble petitions of the colonies for redress of
grievances and reconciliation with Great Britain, has been or is likely .to be
given; but, the whole force of that kingdom, aided by foreign mercenaries, 1S
to be exerted for the destruction of the good people of these colomes;. And
whereas, it appears absolutely irreconcileable to reason and good Con501epce,
for the people of these colonies now to take the oaths and affirmations
necessary for the support of any government under the crown pf Great
Britain, and it is necessary that the exercise of every kind of authority under
the said crown should be totally suppressed, and all the powers of govern-
ment exerted, under the authority of the people of the colonies, for the
preservation of internal peace, virtue, and good order, as well as for the
defence of their lives, liberties, and properties, against the hostile invasions
and cruel depredations of their enemies; therefore . . .

Resolved, That it be recommended to the respective assemblies and con-
ventions of the United Colonies, where no government sufficient to the
exigencies of their affairs have been hitherto established, to adopt such
government as shall, in the opinion of the representatives of the p-eople, best
conduce to the happiness and safety of their constituents in particular, and
America in general.

* These excerpts are reprinted from Journals of the Continental Congress, vol.
IV, pp. 342, 357-358.
















government study estimates that on the Outer
Continental Shelf alone there is more oil waiting
to be drilled than has been produced in our entire
tistory. Another government study reports that
there is as much as 1,000 years of natural gas left
i the United States, waiting to be developed.

) REAL CAUSES: Our energy crisis is a crisis of

»olicy. Misguided government actions have reduced
domestic energy production, .and will coentinue to
do so in the future:

L. Price controls: 0il production in the t
-ontinental U. S. has declined every year -since :
o1l price controls were imposed in 1971. Natural {

«as production has been declining ever since
r.itural gas price controls became effective. Yet
despite controls, energy prices have soared,
because they have forced us to import more oil.
An MIT study said that by 1977, oil imports were
three and one-half times greater than they would
have been had there been no price controls.

2. "Windfall profits” tax. This tax has nothing
to do with profits; 1t is a per-barrel sales tax
on domestic production. The Congressional Budget
Gffice estimates the tax will reduce U. S. oil
. roduction by up to 840,000 barrels per day (enough
to fuel more than one million cars).

3. Restrictive federal leasing. Professor William
WMnfFfat of Stanford estimates that insufficient
Leasing of lands could cost the U. §. 3 million
barrels of o0il per day.

REAL SOLUTIONS: To increase domestic energqy
sroduction, we must:

1. Eliminate price controls.

2. Repeal the windfall profits tax, which is
only a tax on production.

3. Lease more federal lands, while ensuring
environmental protection. For instance, expanded
leasing ctould triple oil production in Alaska.

4, Increase the use of coal and nuclear power.

EDUCATION -

FACT: Educational test scores have been declining
significantly, and are approaching their lowest
level in several decades. Low educational
achievement prevents many students -- especially
minority members -- from securing decent,
well-paying jobs.

FICTION: The Carter administration blames low
educational attainment on too little federal
spending, so it established the Department of
Education. But educational performance in the U. S.
increased from the 1930s until the 1960s without
substantial federal aid. It was noct until the
federal government became actively involved in 1962
that test scores began to decline; thev have been
falling steadily ever since.

REAL CAUSES:

l. Too much federal control. FPederal "uniform
standards" for education have diminished local
control; but parents and local school boards know
best what their schools and students need.

2. Too many federal regulations on education.
Largely because of federal regulations, same teachers
spend as much as one-third of their time filling
out forms -- which means less time for teaching
students.

3. Teco much busing. Professor James Coleman,
the "father of busing," says that it is "wishful
thinking” that forced busing has improved education
for mincrities.

REAL SOLUTIONS: We must improve the quality of
education for all our children: .

l. Eliminate the federal Department of Education,
and return control of the schools to parents and
local school boards.

2. Prohibit forced busing, except where school
districts intentionally segregate students.

3. Transfer general federal education aid programs
and the tax resources to pay for them to the states.




CONFIDENCE IN GOVERNMENT

FACT: During the past three years, confidence in
government has declined to new lows.

FICTION: The Carter administration believes
confidence in government has fallen because:

1. People have lost confidence in themselves.
This was the theme of the President's July 1979
energy address.

2. The federal government has not initiated
ennugh major new programs. The administration has
amed the people's lost confidence in part on
“ungress' failure to enact massive new energy. and
health taxes and bureaucracies.

REAL CAUSES: In fact, people have lost confidence
in government because: '

.. The government continues to impose ineffective

policies, more taxes, and more regulations, while
national problems worsen.

2. Voters have less influence, as their supposed
representatives increasingly work against the
pecple and for special interests, by continually

pcndlng billions on unnecessary programs and
tolerating fraud and waste. It is not surprising
that record numbers of people choose not to vote.

AL SOLUTION: Voters should be permltted to
initiate and vote directly on national legislative
matters. The initiative process has worked well
at the state level, leading to such landmark
aciievements as Proposition 13 -- the tax
limitation measure —-- and other restrictions on L

overnment's taxing and spending power. A nationa
?nrtlatlve procedure would help restore bot th
voters' confidence in and control over their
government.

DEFENSE _

FACT: Our relative defense strength is the
weakest in recent history. Our conventional forces
have declined compared to the Soviet Union. OCur
navy has half as many ships as the Soviet navy. And
in 41 categories of strategic nuclear capability,
the Soviet Union is superior in 33, and soon may
become superlor in the other 8.

FICTION: The Carter administration clalms that
our defensive capablllty is adequate. Yet it has:

1. Eliminated important weapons. The administra-
tion has cancelled the B-~1 bomber, slowed the MX
Missile, delayed the cruise missile, cut the navy
shipbuilding program in half, and postponed the
neutron warhead. Now, three years late, the
administration admits that it was wrong, and that
the Sovietsare not to be trusted.

2. Ppproved -a SALT II treaty which is -actually
strategic arms buildup, permitting the Soviets
to add 3,000 new missiles while allowing the U. S.
to play "catch-up," which it cannot do until 1990,
if then. And while Carter has temporarily withdrawn
the treaty from the Senate, he still plans to
abide by its terms.

REAL CAUSES: Our aefen51ve strenath has actually
weakened under the Carter administration because of

1. Its unilateral cutbacks in defensive
capability.

2. Our weak economy.

REAL SOLUTIONS: To ensure a -superior defense,
we must:

1. Build the weapons necessary to secure our
nation from attack.

2. Shelve the SALT II treaty, then negotiate for
verifiable nuclear arms limitation on both sides.

3, Imaugurate a new concept in continental defense and

econamic strength, by developing a closer association with
Canada and Mexico -- a North American Accord.


















