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NOTES

This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

This speech by Benjamin Franklin was given at the Constitutional Convention in 1787. 
With Americans having gained their independence following the American Revolution, 
representatives from 12 states met at the Convention to approve a national constitution. 
Franklin represented the state of Pennsylvania.

Addressing the president, Franklin begins by saying that he doesn’t fully approve of the 
Constitution. But, he says, he may never approve of it entirely because life has taught 
him that “better information” or “fuller consideration” can change his mind.

… Having lived long, I have experienced many instances of being 
obliged, by better information or fuller consideration, to change my 
opinions even on important subjects, which I once thought right, but found 
to be otherwise.

Franklin also says that most people and most religions think that they know the entire 
truth and that those who disagree with them are wrong. So, with this in mind, he 
agrees to the Constitution despite its faults—which may not be faults after all. He 
agrees because he doesn’t think further debate or conventions will produce a better 
Constitution—it will always be imperfect.

I doubt, too, whether any other convention we can obtain, may be able 
to make a better constitution; for, when you assemble a number of men, 
to have the advantage of their joint wisdom, you inevitably assemble with 
those men all their prejudices,1 their passions, their errors of opinion, their 
local interests, and their selfish views. From such an assembly can a perfect 
production be expected? It therefore astonishes me, Sir, to find this system 
approaching so near to perfection as it does. ...

He goes on to say that he has not spoken to the public of his opinions of the 
Constitution’s errors. He doesn’t think others at the Convention should, either. If those 
at the Convention talked with people they represent about the parts of the Constitution 
that they don’t agree with, the people would not accept the Constitution. All its 
positive benefits would be lost. It might also cause the United States to lose the favor of 
other countries. Franklin notes that the opinion of the people is key to a government’s 
strength and efficiency. People should believe that their government is good and that 
their leaders have wisdom and integrity.

I hope, therefore, for our own sakes, as a part of the people, and for 
the sake of our posterity,2 that we shall act heartily and unanimously in 

ANCHOR TEXT | SPEECH

Benjamin Franklin

Speech in the Convention

1. prejudices (PREHJ uh dihs ihz) n. unfavorable opinions or feelings formed beforehand or without 
factual support.

2. posterity (pahs TEHR uh tee) n. future generations.
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NOTESrecommending this Constitution, wherever our influence may extend, 
and turn our future thoughts and endeavors to the means of having it 
well administered.

Franklin closes his speech by expressing his wish that those members of the Convention 
who disagree with parts of the Constitution can put aside those doubts and sign 
the document.

GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • Speech in the Convention 2
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This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

ANCHOR TEXT | FOUNDATIONAL DOCUMENT

Thomas Jefferson

Declaration of Independence

When in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one 
people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them with 
another, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the separate and 
equal station to which the laws of nature and of nature’s God entitle them, 
a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should 
declare the causes which impel them to the separation.

We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men are created equal; 
that they are endowed by their creator with certain unalienable1 rights, that 
among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. ...

According to the Declaration, another truth is that governments exist to defend these 
rights. The power of these governments comes from the assent, or willingness of the 
people. When a government threatens these rights, the people are justified in changing 
or overthrowing that government.

People usually prefer to endure injustices rather than break long-established ties. 
However, the abuses of England against the American colonists have continued for so 
long and are so great that the situation constrains, or forces, the colonists to break from 
England and seek to govern themselves.

The history of the present King of Great Britain is a history of repeated 
injuries and usurpations,2 all having in direct object the establishment of 
an absolute tyranny3 over these states. To prove this, let facts be submitted 
to a candid world.

King George III has made it almost impossible for the colonists to have laws passed 
that benefit them. He has dissolved assemblies and other bodies in the colonies meant 
to represent the will of the colonists. He has made judges and other officers in the 
colonies reflect his will rather than the will of the colonists. He has also given the British 
army in the colonies greater power than that of civil organizations. And he has done all 
these things without the permission of the colonists. He imposed taxes on the colonists 
without the permission of their representatives and also interfered with trade between 
colonists and other nations. He has also encouraged violence against the colonists.

In every stage of these oppressions we have petitioned for redress in 
the most humble terms: Our repeated petitions have been answered only 
by repeated injury. A prince whose character is thus marked by every act 
which may define a tyrant, is unfit to be the ruler of a free people.

1. unalienable (uhn AYL ee uhn uh buhl) adj. impossible to take away or give up.
2. usurpations (yoo zuhr PAY shuhnz) n. unlawful or violent seizures of power or possessions.
3. tyranny (TIHR uh nee) n. oppressive power.

GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • Declaration of Independence 1
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NOTESThe colonists have appealed to the British regarding these and other injustices to no 
avail. As a result, the colonists regretfully have decided that their only choice is to regard 
the British as their enemies.

We, therefore, the representatives of the United States of America, in 
General Congress assembled appealing to the Supreme Judge of the world 
for the rectitude4 of our intentions, do in the name and by authority of the 
good people of these colonies, solemnly publish and declare that these 
united colonies are and of right ought to be free and independent states; 
that they are absolved from all allegiance to the British Crown, and that 
all political connection between them and the state of Great Britain is and 
ought to be totally dissolved; and that as free and independent states, they 
have full power to levy war, conclude peace, contract alliances, establish 
commerce, and to do all other acts and things which independent states 
may of right do. And for the support of this declaration, with a firm reliance 
on the protection of divine providence, we mutually pledge to each other 
our lives, our fortunes and our sacred honor.

4. rectitude (REHK tuh tood) n. morally correct behavior or thinking; uprightness.

GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • Declaration of Independence 2
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NOTES

These versions of the 
selections alternates original 
text with summarized 
passages. Dotted lines 
appear next to the 
summarized passages.

Preamble to the United States Constitution
The word preamble means “an introduction,” and the Preamble to the United States 
Constitution is an introductory statement. It begins with the following words:

We the people of the United States …

The opening words of the Preamble let readers know that the people of the United 
States establish the Constitution and make it official.

The Preamble also explains why the people have established the Constitution: to better 
the bond that holds the states together, to create justice, to make sure there is peace, to 
help each other defend the country, to take action to better the lives of citizens, and to 
make sure that current and future citizens are free.

Bill of Rights
After the Constitution of the United States was approved, several people who helped 
create it wanted to add to it. James Madison created a list of amendments, or changes 
to the document, which were approved by Congress and the states. These ten 
amendments are known as the Bill of Rights.

The Preamble, or introduction, to the Bill of Rights explains that amendments were 
needed so that the powers set forth in the Constitution were not abused, or taken 
advantage of:

THE Conventions of a number of the States, having at the time of 
their adopting the Constitution, expressed a desire, in order to prevent 
misconstruction or abuse of its powers, that further declaratory and 
restrictive clauses should be added. …

The Preamble next explains that the amendments were approved by elected 
government officials:

RESOLVED by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America, in Congress assembled, two thirds of both Houses 
concurring ...

The ten amendments are then listed. Amendment I forbids, or does not allow, certain 
laws. No law can create a national religion or stop people from worshiping as they 
choose. There can be no law that limits freedom of speech or freedom of the press. 
There can be no law that prevents people from assembling, or gathering, peacefully. 
And there can be no law that prevents people from seeking the government’s help in 
correcting a wrong that seems illegal or unjust.

Amendment II involves the right of citizens to own firearms:

ANCHOR TEXTS | FOUNDATIONAL DOCUMENTS

Gouverneur Morris • James Madison

Preamble to the Constitution 
• Bill of Rights
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NOTESAmendment II

A well regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, 
the right of the people to keep and bear arms, shall not be infringed.1

Amendment III concerns the rights of homeowners in regard to housing of soldiers. 

Amendment IV states that people’s homes and possessions cannot be searched or taken 
without good reason.

Amendment IV

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and 
effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated. …

Amendments V–VII cover legal proceedings, including not having to be a witness 
against oneself in court (Amendment V), the “right to a speedy and public trial” 
(Amendment VI), and the “right of trial by jury” (Amendment VII).

Amendment VIII involves the treatment of those who have been arrested:

Amendment VIII

Excessive bail2 shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor 
cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.

Amendment IX says that no one should misuse or interpret the Constitution to deny 
people rights. Amendment X says that any powers that are not assigned to the federal 
government and that are not prohibited by the states, are under the states’ control.

1. infringed (ihn FRIHNJD) v. violated.
2. bail (bayl) n. property or money given to the court to ensure that an arrested person released from 

custody will return at a certain time.

2GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • Preamble to the Constitution • Bill of Rights
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NOTES

This text is an alternate 
version of the original 
selection, which appears in 
your student edition.

John wrote to Abigail about the fierce effort it took him to write 
Thoughts on Government1 while also working day and night at Congress. 
In the letter, he expressed sadness that his work would not bring them 
an easier life. “I shall get nothing [for writing this pamphlet], I believe, 
because I never get any thing by any thing that I do,” he complained. 
He did offer sympathy for her lack of farm help and writing paper while 
he pondered the future and the greater good. Strawberries and an early 
spring in the dirty city did little to comfort him. He longed, he said, to 
walk in their garden, the cornfields, the orchards, and the Common.2 
“Instead of domestic felicity, I am destined to public contentions,” he 
brooded. “Instead of rural felicity, I must reconcile myself to the smoke 
and noise of a city.”

So he wished to be home. And yet his strongest desire was for 
Congress to declare independence from Great Britain. It had to be sooner 
rather than later because without it there was no hope for the foreign 
help—especially from France—which was needed to win the war. On 
June 7, Richard Henry Lee of Virginia made a motion for independence 
in Congress. It was supported by Massachusetts and six other colonies. 
Another six—Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, South Carolina, New 
Jersey, and New York—remained unsure.

Everyone hoped for unanimous agreement, and so the vote was 
set three weeks in the future. Meanwhile, a committee was formed 
to discuss the tone and nature of the declaration. It consisted of five 
members, including John, Benjamin Franklin, and the redheaded 
Virginian named Thomas Jefferson. Jefferson was an even-more 
expressive writer than the better-known authors of Poor Richard and 
Thoughts on Government, and so he was chosen to write the text.

Like Franklin, Jefferson was a scientist and inventor. He had created 
a folding bed and a tilt-top table, as well as an indoor weather vane 
and his own estate, Monticello. Educated at William and Mary, he knew 
history and philosophy as well as Adams did. He also adored his wife, a 
wealthy widow, who was pregnant and in poor health. He owned slaves 
but claimed to dislike slavery. He was a statesman who sought public 

1 

2 

3 

4 

BIOGRAPHY

Diane Jacobs

from Dear Abigail: The Intimate Lives 
and Revolutionary Ideas of Abigail 
Adams and Her Two Remarkable Sisters

1. Thoughts on Government document written by John Adams in 1776 that proposed the three 
branches of American government, including a system of checks and balances.

2. the Common large public park in Boston, Massachusetts.
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NOTESsuccess but hated to leave home. As he began drafting the document 
in Pennsylvania, on a desk he had designed, he longed for Monticello 
as Adams longed for Braintree. He believed God made the world, but 
Jefferson rejected Christ and original sin. Still, he shared Adams’s faith 
in goodness. “Everything is useful which contributes to fix in the mind 
principles and practices of virtue,” he believed.

Jefferson was lanky, fidgety, very tall, and quiet in Congress. But 
he rode his horse gracefully, spoke up in committees, and, despite his 
distaste for argument, proved that he could not swayed to opposing 
views. For better and for worse, no one and nothing changed his mind. 
He had little use for either unpredictable individuals or outdated ideals.

“We are hastening rapidly to great events,” John had written Abigail 
at the end of April. He added that “It requires ... serenity of temper, a 
deep ... understanding and ... courage ... to ride in this whirlwind” of 
Congressional arguments. By the end of May, he was telling her that the 
situation was desperate. Then, in the middle of June, overjoyed at Henry 
Lee’s motion for separation from England, he wrote, “These throes will 
usher in the birth of a fine boy.”

On July 1, twenty days after that first motion, Congress returned to its 
debate. John Dickinson of Pennsylvania argued against and John Adams 
for a break from Parliament and King George III. John spoke passionately 
for two hours to a gripped audience. A clear majority of nine colonies 
sided with him, but in the first vote the delegates from Pennsylvania 
(out of respect for Dickinson, though most of its citizens favored 
independence), South Carolina, and Delaware rejected independence. New 
York, home to many loyalists, did not vote. Still wanting total agreement, 
Congress agreed to delay the final vote until the following morning.

That night word came that a flotilla of British boats had sailed into 
New York Harbor and panicked George Washington’s unprepared army. 
This event increased the need for some good news. The next day John 
Dickinson announced he would not vote. He did this for the sake of 
unity. Without his vote, Pennsylvania joined the majority. South Carolina 
and Delaware followed, and New York continued to abstain. The motion 
was called to the floor. It succeeded.

July 3 was spent revising Jefferson’s declaration—much to his chagrin. 
The most important change, insisted on by South Carolina and Georgia, 
was the removal of a passage that condemned slavery. Jefferson had 
accused the King of waging “cruel war against human nature” by 
capturing and transporting innocent Africans “into slavery in another 
hemisphere, or to incur miserable death in their transportation thither.” 
This was a daring and surprising opinion from a southern slaveholder. 
Jefferson claimed to be proud of the passage and mourned its loss. 
Other passages were also cut or tightened during the nearly twelve-hour 
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NOTESdebate, but Jefferson’s voice remained. On the afternoon of July 4, 
Congress approved the declaration.

John Adams could hardly contain his enthusiasm. “Yesterday the 
greatest question was decided, which ever was debated in America, and 
a greater one, perhaps, never was or will be decided among men,” he 
wrote Abigail. What felt hopelessly slow just a month ago now seemed 
remarkably rapid. Looking back at the first arguments with England in 
the early 1760s “and collect(ing) the series of political events, the chain 
of causes and effects, I am surprised at the suddenness as well as the 
greatness of this Revolution,” he exclaimed. And, of course, there may 
be trouble in the future. Tyranny by the majority, which he had warned 
against in Thoughts on Government, could someday pose a threat. And, 
yes, it would have been far better for the war if independence had 
been declared seven months earlier and foreign alliances were set in 
place. And yet: “July [of] 1776, will be the most memorable epocha,3 in 
the history of America.—I am apt to believe that it will be celebrated, 
by succeeding generations, as the great anniversary.” It ought, John 
declared, to be commemorated and “solemnized with pomp and parade, 
with shews,4 sports, guns, bells, bonfires and illuminations from one end 
of this continent to the other from this time forward forever.”

On July 18, a week after they were vaccinated for smallpox, and with 
no one yet showing symptoms of the disease, Mary and Richard, Abigail, 
and Betsy joined masses of patriots lining King Street in front of the 
Boston State House. The State House was the seat of the first elected 
lawmaking body in the New World. The ragtag troops who had chased 
the British out of Boston four months earlier stood before them. They 
were respectably armed, for once. An officer, Colonel Crafts, appeared on 
the balcony and began to read:

When in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one 
people to dissolve the political bonds which have connected them with 
another, and to assume among the powers of the earth a separate and 
equal station to which the Laws of Nature and of Nature’s God entitle 
them, a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they 
should declare the causes which impel them to the separation.

The Smith sisters’5 lives demonstrated the need for separation, and 
the spirit of the declaration was familiar to them. They had eagerly read 
the great thinkers of Europe who had shaped Jefferson’s view. Yet, if his 
ideas were not original, the occasion was a first in history. Richard Cranch 
as well as Mary, Abigail, and Betsy stood spellbound at the beautiful 
expression what they felt and knew. “We hold these truths to be self-
evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their 

10 

11 

12 

13 

3. epocha (EHP uh kuh) n. archaic form of “epoch,” a distinct and significant era in history.
4. shews (SHOHZ) n. archaic form of “shows.”
5. Smith sisters Abigail Adams and her sisters; Smith was their family surname.
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NOTESCreator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, 
Liberty, and the pursuit of Happiness.” And on it went.

“God Save the King” was already a memory. When Colonel Crafts 
finished reading the Declaration of Independence, he shouted, “God 
Save our American States.” The people picked up this chant and ran with 
it, as Richard Cranch later reported to John in a letter. There were three 
cheers that “rended the air,” Abigail wrote in her own description. … 
These were followed by a happy ringing of bells. Cannons roared, and 
rifle shots rang in the air. “After dinner the king’s arms were taken down 
from the State House and every vestige of him from every place in which 
it appeared and burnt in King Street. Thus ends royal authority in this 
State,” she wrote, “and all the people shall say Amen.”

By July 22, Abigail was ill with the “excruciating pain in my head and 
every limb.” These pains were a sign of a recovery. Though she produced 
only one pox, her symptoms were severe enough for the doctor to 
declare her immune. John Quincy’s case was also mild but conclusive, 
while Mary’s eldest daughter, Betsy Cranch, fainted and lay limp in bed. 
Her mother and brothers, on the other hand, showed no symptoms. 
By the end of July, Mary had been vaccinated four times and was still 
healthy as the day she left Braintree. Charles and Tommy Adams, who 
had been vaccinated twice, were also well. It seemed fitting when Nabby, 
the calmest of them all, came through with almost no suffering. The 
doctor, however, insisted that she be given another dose of the virus, on 
the odd chance that her symptoms were “false.”

Even after her single pox faded, Abigail felt light-headed. “The 
smallpox is a great confuser of the mind, I am really put to it to spell the 
commonest word,” she told John. Yet when John gave her an opening, 
she had no trouble speaking on her favorite topic of women in the new 
nation. “If you complain of neglect of education in sons, What shall I say 
with regard to daughters, who every day experience the want of it,” she 
began. And continued:

I most sincerely wish that some more liberal plan might be laid and 
executed for the benefit of the rising generation, and that our new 
constitution may be distinguished for learning and virtue. If we mean 
to have heroes, statesmen, and philosophers, we should have learned 
women. The world perhaps will laugh at me, and accuse me of vanity, 
but you know I have a mind too enlarged and liberal [to be vain]. If much 
depends upon the early education of youth and the first principles which 
are instilled take deepest root, great benefit must arise from literary 
accomplishments in women.

14 
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NOTESJohn answered her, “Your sentiments of the importance of education 
in women are exactly agreeable to my own,” though women who 
displayed their wits were contemptible, he felt he had to add.

Reprinted by permission of Lippincott Massie McQuilkin as agents for the author. Copyright © 2014 by Diane 
Jacobs.

Excerpt(s) from Dear Abigail: The Intimate Lives and Revolutionary Ideas of Abigail Adams Her Two Remarkable 
Sisters by Diane Jacobs, copyright © 2014 by Diane Jacobs. Used by permission of Ballantine Books, an imprint 
of Random House, a division of Penguin Random House LLC. All rights reserved. Any third party use of this 
material, outside of this publication, is prohibited. Interested parties must apply directly to Penguin Random 
House LLC for permission.
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This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

Braintree1 March 31, 1776
Abigail Adams writes to her husband, John Adams, while he is in Philadelphia. She 
begins by asking him to send news of the colonies’ war with Great Britain. In particular, 
she wonders whether the people of Virginia, a slave colony, are fighting honorably. She 
questions whether they might be as savage as Britain claims they are.

I have sometimes been ready to think that the passion for liberty cannot 
be equally strong in the breasts of those who have been accustomed to 
deprive their fellow creatures of theirs.

Abigail then turns to the topic of Boston. Since 1775, colonists have been fighting 
with the British troops stationed there. Finally, the British troops have withdrawn. The 
Adamses own a home in Boston, but because smallpox is spreading, Abigail has been 
unable to check on it.

I got Mr. Crane to go to our house and see what state it was in. I find it 
has been occupied by one of the doctors of a regiment, very dirty, but no 
other damage has been done to it.

Abigail reports that the city is in a better state than expected. Many homes have been 
occupied by soldiers during the fighting. Some homes have been treated with respect, 
but others have been plundered. Nevertheless, Abigail feels a sense of hope.

I feel very differently at the approach of spring to what I did a month 
ago. We knew not then whether we could plant or sow with safety, 
whether ... we could rest in our own cottages. ...

With the end of the fighting, though, Abigail feels some peace. She can once again 
enjoy the warm sunlight and the music of the birds. She is happy to know that people 
are returning home. However, Abigail worries about the fate of the colonies. She 
hopes that people in other towns, knowing what happened in Boston, will strengthen 
themselves against British forces. She urges John to send word that the Continental 
Congress has declared independence from Britain. She asks him and the other leaders to 
be mindful of women’s rights as they draft new laws for a new nation.

If particular care and attention is not paid to the ladies, we are 
determined to foment2 a rebellion, and will not hold ourselves bound by 
any laws in which we have no voice or representation.

LETTER

Abigail Adams

Letter to John Adams

1. Braintree (BRAYN tree) n. town in eastern Massachusetts that was the home of John and  
Abigail Adams.

2. foment (foh MEHNTl) v. to stir up.

GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • Letter to John Adams 1
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NOTESAbigail reminds John that the happiest men do not treat women as subjects but as 
friends. Therefore, she asks, why not make it illegal to do otherwise? Men of reason, she 
notes, never treat women poorly. They have always despised the abuse of women by 
cruel and senseless men. The makers of new laws should therefore use their reason and 
power to protect women and their happiness.

April 5
A few days later, Abigail continues her letter with a heavy heart. Many of the Adamses’ 
friends and neighbors are sick and dying. Diseases rage in nearby towns, as well. Luckily, 
their own children are healthy.

Our own little flock are yet well. My heart trembles with anxiety for 
them. God preserve them.

She then mentions that she has not received word from John in a month. In his 
last message, John asked whether Abigail has made any salt peter, which is used in 
gunpowder. She answers that she has not because she has spent her time making 
clothes for the children. However, she knows of people who are trying to do so.

I have lately seen a small manuscript describing the proportions for the 
various sorts of powder, fit for cannon, small arms and pistols.

She offers to send John the formulas, if it would be helpful. She then sends regards 
from her husband’s friends and children, and concludes with this:

Adieu. I need not say how much I am your ever faithful friend.

GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • Letter to John Adams 2



©
 P

ea
rs

on
 E

du
ca

tio
n,

 In
c. 

Al
l r

ig
ht

s 
re

se
rv

ed
.

Ph
ot

oc
re

di
t l

in
e 

he
re

 x
xx

 x
xx

xx
x 

xx
xx

xx
xx

 x
xx

xx
 

xx
xx

 x
xx

xx
 x

xx
xx

xx
x

NOTES

This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

Olaudah Equiano and his sister are kidnapped from their home in West Africa and 
transported to the African coast by slave traders. During this six- or seven-month 
journey, Equiano is separated from his sister and held at a series of way stations. After 
reaching the coast, Equiano is shipped with other captives to North America.

At last when the ship we were in, had got in all her cargo, they made 
ready with many fearful noises, and we were all put under deck, so that we 
could not see how they managed the vessel. But this disappointment was 
the least of my sorrow.

The stink in the hold, the area under the deck where the enslaved people are kept, is 
unbearable. Because all captives crowd closely together with almost no room to move, 
the hold grows very hot, and breathing becomes difficult. Many Africans die because 
of the terrible conditions and poor treatment, which shows the greed and stupidity of 
the slave traders. This wretched1 situation is made even more horrible by the chains that 
bind the Africans, causing them pain. Equiano is so young that he is not put in chains, 
and he becomes so weak that the crew allows him to go up on deck. However, he still 
envies the freedom of the people who had died.

I envied them the freedom they enjoyed, and as often wished I could 
change my condition for theirs. Every circumstance I met with, served only 
to render my state more painful, and heightened my apprehensions, and 
my opinion of the cruelty of the whites.

One day, the sailors catch many fish. After they eat their fill, they throw the uneaten 
fish back into the ocean instead of giving them to the Africans, who are begging for 
something to eat. Africans who try to get fish on their own are severely beaten. On 
a clear day, three Africans jump into the ocean, preferring death to the miserable 
conditions of their enslavement. Noise and confusion follow, and many of the captives 
are sent back into the hold. The first two men who jumped into the sea drown, but the 
crew catch the third and beat him without mercy.

In this manner we continued to undergo more hardships than I can now 
relate, hardships which are inseparable from this accursed trade. Many a 
time we were near suffocation from the want of fresh air, which we were 
often without for whole days together.

When he is on deck, Equiano sees flying fish leap from the sea and land on deck. This 
sight amazes him. He also sees sailors using various tools, including the quadrant.2 His 
surprise and curiosity are so great that the sailors let him look through the quadrant.

AUTOBIOGRAPHY

Olaudah Equiano

from The Interesting Narrative of 
the Life of Olaudah Equiano

1. wretched (REHCH ihd) adj. very unhappy; miserable. 
2. quadrant (KWAH druhnt) n. instrument used by navigators to determine the position of a ship.
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NOTESThe clouds appeared to me to be land, which disappeared as they passed 
along. This heightened my wonder; and I was now more persuaded than 
ever, that I was in another world, and that every thing about me was magic.

The ship somes in view of the island of Barbados, which makes the whites happy. They 
land at the port of Bridgetown. Merchants and planters from the island board the ship 
and arrange the Africans into parcels3 to be sold. The white men from the island seem 
ugly, and the Africans are afraid that these men will eat them. Back in the hold the 
terrified captives cry bitterly all night. Upset by the cries, the white people bring older 
enslaved people from the island to explain they will not be eaten. Instead, they will be 
going to the island to work. There they will see other people from their country. This 
news gives the captives some relief. When they land, they meet Africans speaking many 
different languages.

We were conducted immediately to the merchant’s yard, where we were 
all pent up together, like so many sheep in a fold, without regard to sex 
or age. ... We were not many days in the merchant’s custody, before we 
were sold after their usual manner, which is this: On a signal given (as the 
beat of a drum), the buyers rush at once into the yard where the slaves are 
confined, and make choice of that parcel they like best. ...

3. parcels (PAHR suhlz) n. groups.

2GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • from The Interesting Narrative ...
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NOTES

This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

Abraham Lincoln gave this speech to 15,000 people at the dedication of a new military 
cemetery in the town of Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. Gettysburg was the site of the 
bloodiest battle ever fought on U.S. soil and was the turning point of the Civil War. At 
the time of this speech, the war had been going on for more than two years. Lincoln 
needed to gain continuing support for a bloody conflict that was far from over.

November 19, 1863

Four score and seven years ago our fathers brought forth on this 
continent a new nation, conceived in Liberty, and dedicated1 to the 
proposition that all men are created equal.

Lincoln says that the country is fighting a civil war that is testing the nation’s ability 
to survive. He tells the audience that they are gathered together at the scene of a 
great battle.

We have come to dedicate a portion of that field, as a final resting 
place for those who here gave their lives that that nation might live. It is 
altogether fitting and proper that we should do this.

But, in a larger sense, we cannot dedicate—we cannot consecrate2—we 
cannot hallow3—this ground.

It is the soldiers who died here who have already made this place holy by giving their 
lives, Lincoln says. What we say will today will be forgotten, but what they did will be 
remembered for a long time. Lincoln declares that our job is to dedicate ourselves to the 
things they fought and died for. We must finish the job they began.

It is rather for us to be here dedicated to the great task remaining before 
us—that from these honored dead we take increased devotion to that 
cause for which they gave the last full measure of devotion—that we here 
highly resolve that these dead shall not have died in vain—that this nation, 
under God, shall have a new birth of freedom—and that government of the 
people, by the people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.

SPEECH

Abraham Lincoln

Gettysburg Address

1. dedicated (DEHD uh kayt ehd) v. to set apart for a special purpose.
2. consecrate (KON sih krayt) v. to set apart as holy.
3. hallow (HAL oh) v. to make holy.
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This text is an alternate 
version of the original 
selection, which appears in 
your student edition.

Chapter 2: American Values, Citizenship, and Civic Engagement

The Dilemma

As the new decade began, it became clear that a large majority of 
Americans believed our society to be in serious trouble. Most Americans 
today think their future will be worse than their past. Most Americans 
think their children’s prospects are worse than their own.

Though this new pessimism has many sources, the chief cause is 
certainly anxiety about the economy. Public opinion surveys suggest that 
economic issues are at the top of people’s worries. There is concern about 
the recession, a period in which fewer goods are being produced and 
bought. People are worried about unemployment, particularly among 
youth, minorities, and blue-collar workers.1 There is concern about 
energy. But above all, there is fear over how much the government is 
borrowing and the possibility of deflation—when prices and values 
decline. These factors undermine people’s security about their future. 
They create doubt and suspicion of our fellow citizens. And they 
undercut the commitments that make democracy possible.

In these conditions the major producers in our economy become a 
small representation of the whole society. Doubts and anxieties about 
our institutions have been fed by global-warming and harm to our 
environment. People are also worried about the ongoing Iraq and 
Afghanistan wars. Doubts are deepened by what seems to be our 
inability to deal with severe economic difficulties. The “moral malaise”2 
to which President Carter pointed back in 1980 is perhaps clearer in our 
economic institutions than anywhere else in our public life.

In our present state of economic uncertainty, there has been a 
tendency for public action to become secondary to people’s pursuit of 
their private interest. The more affluent tend to redistribute income 
from the middle class to themselves. They accomplish this through 
their ability to dominate the political system and expect favors in 
return for huge campaign contributions on the federal and state levels. 
Tightened  spending and rising rates of unemployment for those below 

1 

2 
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4 

ESSAY

Arthur Blaustein with Helen Matatov

from Democracy Is Not 
a Spectator Sport

1. blue-collar workers people who work manual labor jobs outside of an office.
2. malaise (muh LAYZ) n. vague feeling of uneasiness.
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NOTESthe median income are defended as “acceptable costs.” It is claimed 
that these “acceptable costs” will, among other things, “improve labor 
discipline.” There are those who would use our present economic 
troubles to make socioeconomic spending priorities permanent.

Meanwhile, 44 million Americans are poor and another 55 million are 
near-poor. Taken together, almost one-third of our citizens are materially 
deprived. Those least able to defend themselves economically suffer the 
most from the unbalanced distribution of wealth. The cost is also high 
in terms of political withdrawal. After all, poverty is not a condition for 
effective citizenship.

Historian Sam Bass Warner Jr. wrote that we are on “the eve of the 
collapse of the national private economy.” In the winter of 2008–09 we 
came close to that collapse. In fact, much of the private economy survives 
only because of financial help, such as contracts, investment, and tax 
benefits, by the federal government, a most ironic form of “welfare.” The 
federal government rescued major banks, AIG, and GM, among others.

The economy is central to our social fabric, closely bound up with all of 
our other institutions. It is not working very well, and it is working less well 
for some than for others. We must ask what kinds of social and political 
problems the economy gives rise to, and how they can be dealt with.

We must also ask how can America, in the economic arena, improve 
democratic citizenship? The best way to begin seeking answers to these 
problems is to look at our present in the context of our past. We should 
seriously consider the history of our nation and look into what the 
American democratic tradition has said about economic institutions in 
the past. We should think about how that tradition can be adapted to 
our present needs.

The Economy in a Democracy

In Democracy in America, perhaps the wisest book ever written about 
America, Alexis de Tocqueville argued 180 years ago that although the 
physical circumstances of our country contribute to our happiness, the 
laws contribute more than the physical circumstances, and our social 
mores—moral attitudes and values—more than the laws. We were very 
fortunate to inherit from the founders of our country a constitutional 
and legal order that has proven strong and flexible. But that order is 
dependent on the mores embedded in society.

A society with different mores would have long since worn away and 
corrupted our constitutional and legal order. De Tocqueville defines 
“mores” specifically as “habits of the heart,” “the sum of moral and 
intellectual dispositions of men in society.” The mores include the opinions 
and social practices that create a moral society. They are rooted in our 
religious tradition, our political participation, and our economic life. If we 
are to better understand the appropriate role of economic institutions in 
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NOTESthe American tradition, then we must consider how economic, political, 
and religious ideas and practices relate to one another. And we must 
consider the tensions that have developed among them.

Since colonial times, Americans have wanted to create a decent 
society for all. That concern was expressed in the idea of covenant,3 so 
important to our Puritan ancestors, and reaffirmed in the Declaration 
of Independence. The Declaration pledged “our lives, our fortunes 
and our sacred honor” for the common good. But we have also shown 
a forceful individualism. The individual, with his needs, desires, and 
economic interests, was seen as almost the only good. Whatever social 
arrangements were necessary were to be worked out by contracts 
that maximized the interests of individuals. Our covenant heritage 
provided the context within which a contract could work. Only with 
the fundamental trust that the covenant encourages will contracts be 
honored. The American Constitution is an instrument meant to balance 
the various conflicting interests threatening the stability of the nation. It 
enables those interests to offset and check one another.

The idea was that nearly equal economic conditions was essential 
to the operation of free institutions, because economic equality—and 
independence—is needed to create enlightened citizens. Alexander 
Hamilton expressed this view when he said, “In the general course of 
human nature, a power over man’s subsistence amounts to a power over 
his will.” Concentration of economic power, therefore, would create a 
degree of dependence for many that would clash with their role as free 
citizens. Hamilton felt pessimistic that concentrations of wealth could be 
avoided. He therefore predicted the republican institutions in America 
would survive but briefly: “As riches increase and accumulate in few 
hands; as luxury prevails in society; virtue will be in a greater degree 
considered as only a graceful appendage of wealth, and the tendency of 
things will be to depart from the republican standard.”

Thomas Jefferson was more optimistic about the possible social and 
economic basis for American free institutions. For all the differences 
between them, the founders had a fairly clear understanding of how 
economics, politics, and religion work together in a republic. Great 
wealth and extreme poverty were to be avoided. They undermined the 
social mores so important for free institutions. They produced tyrannical 
attitudes on the one hand, and obedient ones on the other. Both these 
attitudes worked against active citizenship.

De Tocqueville, writing about America in the 1830s, continued to raise 
the social and political issues that concerned our founders. He worried 
that too much interest in wealth could undermine our free institutions by 
drawing men’s attention only to their selfish interests. Like Jefferson, he 
thought public participation was the best school of democratic citizenship. 
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3. covenant (KUHV uh nuhht) n. a serious formal agreement.
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NOTESLike our founders, he believed that economic independence and social 
cooperation could go together in America. As de Tocqueville wrote:

“The free institutions of the United States and the political rights 
enjoyed there provide a thousand continual reminders to every citizen 
that he lives in society. At first it is of necessity that men attend to the 
public interest, afterwards by choice. What had become calculation 
becomes instinct. By dint of working for the good of his fellow citizens, 
he in the end acquires a habit and taste for serving them.”

Citizen Participation

As did Jefferson and John Adams, de Tocqueville argued that the key to 
American democracy was active civic associations. He observed that only 
by involvement with common concerns could the citizen overcome the 
sense of isolation and powerlessness that threatens people’s security in 
an increasingly commercial society. Associations and local governments 
were to mediate between the individual and the state. They provided 
forums in which opinions could be intelligently discussed and the 
habits of public responsibility passed on. An organized public life, in de 
Tocqueville’s thinking, was the best defense against the condition he 
feared most: the mass society of angry individuals who, once alienated, 
became prey to tyranny.

De Tocqueville sought a modern version of classic political democracy. 
He thought social differences inescapable, since the division of labor 
creates differences among groups who have separate goals. Democratic 
politics must accommodate these differences in the interest of equity and 
concern for the liberty of all.

A vital democracy requires a complex effort to achieve a political 
community through balancing the relationships among the government 
and individuals, and the organizations that come between them. By 
associating with one another, individuals become citizens and so acquire 
a sense of personal connection that is unavailable to the purely private 
person. Through thinking and acting together, people form moral 
relationships of trust and mutual aid. These relationships embody the 
meaning of citizenship for the individual.

Politics is much more than following self-interest, since it involves 
sharing responsibility for acts that create a quality of life different 
from the sum of individual satisfactions. de Tocqueville hoped that 
civic participation could make the individual an active, politically aware 
subject, not a passive object of state control. For de Tocqueville, lack of 
participation was humanly degrading and could result in tyranny. In this 
he was restating the basic civic notion that human dignity requires the 
freedom that exists inside an active civic community.
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NOTESThe Individual and the Community

In de Tocqueville’s nineteenth-century America, the foundation of 
individual dignity and participation was the local community. There a 
civic culture of individual initiative was nurtured through the customs 
and personal ties that grew out of shared religious and moral values. 
Concern for economic improvement was strong, but it worked within an 
understanding that people should be concerned for the welfare of the 
neighbor. In the town the competitive individualism stirred by commerce 
was balanced by the restraining influences of the ethic of equally shared 
community responsibility. These independent small-scale communities 
were dominated by an active middle class. Middle class people were the 
traditional citizens of a free republic. They shared similar economic and 
social positions. Less affluent parts of the population aspired to become 
middle class, and often succeeded. Most men were self-employed, and 
many who worked for others were saving money to launch themselves 
in businesses of their own. Westward expansion, as de Tocqueville 
noted, reproduced across our continent this pattern of a democracy 
with no central power and in which people were believed to be equal. 
American citizenship was rooted in the institutions of community—the 
neighborliness—of the town. Such communities provided the social basis 
of the new Republican Party in the 1850s. Abraham Lincoln was perhaps 
the noblest representative of that party.

Undemocratic America

De Tocqueville carefully noted two forms of socioeconomic organization 
that greatly differed from the form of civilization he considered basic to 
American democracy. The two forms, he noted, threatened its continued 
existence. One was the slave society of the South, which not only treated 
blacks inhumanly but also, as de Tocqueville in ways quite similar to 
Jefferson noted, degraded whites as well. The slave society reduced whites 
to something considerably less than independent, responsible citizens.

The second threatening social form was the industrial factories, 
evident at first in the Northeast. They concentrated great numbers 
of poor and dependent workers in the booming mill towns. Here de 
Tocqueville feared a new form of tyranny was arising that made small-
minded dictators out of owners and managers and reduced workers 
to brutal conditions incompatible with full democratic citizenship. 
Ironically, the same civil war that destroyed slavery furthered the growth 
of industrial structures. These structures deeply threatened the original 
American pattern of localized democratic communities.

A National Economy

By the end of the nineteenth century the new economic conditions 
fatally upset the community pattern of American life. New technologies, 
particularly in transportation, communications, and manufacturing, 
pulled many local societies into a huge national market. Problems arising 
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NOTESin the new economy required the growth of central government. The 
conditions of the new economy steadily weakened the ability of local 
organizations to deal with local problems. Under these conditions the 
very meaning of the traditional idea of American citizenship was called 
into question.

The changing economy had a deep effect on the role of the 
individual in society. One response was to adapt to the new structures 
of centralized economic power. A person could choose a career whose 
rewards are wealth and power rather than a meaningful career within 
a community. This shift in the economy was becoming clear by the mid-
nineteenth century. It progressed enormously in the twentieth, and 
is now dominant. Almost all Americans depend directly or indirectly 
on centralized and technological organizations for their livelihood, 
information, and often for their ideas and opinions. They identify 
themselves more by profession than by community ties. The increasing 
uniformity of national life has developed at the same time as a national 
pattern of social inequality has risen. That uniformity replaced the more 
immediately felt differentiations of local community.

In modern American experience, social limits such as tax paying, 
company loyalties, and professional unity have been increasingly 
justified because they are key to individual security and advancement. 
Some measure of equality of opportunity seemed the appropriate and 
“American” way to democratize this new national society. But the focus 
has been on private, economic improvement, not on the quality of 
shared, public life.

These tendencies—which are all-too-close to de Tocqueville’s fear 
that a concern only with material improvement would lead America 
away from free citizenship and toward a form of what he called “soft 
despotism”—have been opposed. Some forms of opposition, like 
the efforts of the late nineteenth-century Populists and, later, the 
Progressives, to defend the integrity of the local community have failed. 
Even in failure, though, these oppositions have presented examples of a 
citizenry that will not passively accept its fate.

Democracy at Work

Other efforts to control the most selfish tendencies of the industrial 
economy, such as the enactment of health and safety laws and the 
regulation of working hours and minimum wages, have been more 
successful. The growth of labor unions has brought some sense of 
citizenship rights into the workplace. The tendencies toward tyranny 
go along with profit-oriented corporations have been softened at the 
bargaining table where wages, hours, and working conditions, as well 
as formal complaint procedures, have all become subject to negotiation. 
This has not, with minor exceptions, given workers a say in the direction 
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NOTESof the corporation that employs them, but it has given them a sense of 
participating in the conditions of their employment. It has provided some 
protection against any tendency of employers to disregard their needs.

In our recent history, large social movements such as the civil rights 
movement or the movement to oppose the Vietnam War have continued 
to have an impact on public policy—government policies that affect 
the whole population. Such movements have energized large groups of 
people, motivated by a combination of self-interest and civic concern, 
to a degree of participation in the political process not common in day-
to-day political life. That such movements can still make a difference in 
our society, even though not as quickly or as completely as some would 
desire, is proof that the civic spirit is still with us.

Diluted Principles

Although the spirit of citizenship and the social conditions that support 
it are certainly not gone from American life, alarming danger signals 
can be seen. The belief in the individual as a self-interested “economic 
animal” is certainly not new in our history, but it is less and less softened 
by the values based in local communities and religious mores. Now, free 
of many of the carefully attended values of traditional civic association, 
self-advancement as the only strategy has been able to run unchecked. 
The result has been a definition of personal worth almost only in 
terms of competitive success. That success is measured by position and 
advancement in large organizations. The ideals of loyalty and service 
based on personal trust and commitment have suffered in this context.

Even when the national economy was quickly expanding and the hope 
of self-advancement was realistic, the social consequences were often 
negative, recently described as “moral malaise.” Inability to commit 
oneself to or believe in anything that goes beyond one’s private interests 
leads to a less positive commitment to family and community. It leads to 
selfishness and greed. These very same traits put the nation at the edge 
of financial bankruptcy in 2008–2009.

Unfortunately, the difficulties arising from a concern only with self-
improvement have lately been complicated by the slow realization that 
the cup of plenty is not without end. Material blessings were never 
shared fairly in America, but while the economy was growing everyone 
could look forward to more. However, if wealth is not going to grow, 
or is going to grow much more slowly, and our values are only on self-
interest, then we are on the verge of the war of all against all as each 
interest group tries to get to the well first before it dries up.

The Role of Government

We have for a long time turned, not unwisely, to government to regulate 
the quest for wealth. The ideology of radical individualism, with its 
idea that going after self-interest is the best encouragement for a free 
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NOTESsociety, has always required a go-between who will guarantee at least 
minimal conditions of fairness in the race for wealth. Government has 
been that go-between and has become increasingly active in that role 
in recent decades. Privileged individuals and groups have often viewed 
government’s role in the economy as interfering. Less-privileged groups, 
on the other hand, have found in government a protector against the 
worst consequences of the inequities of our competitive economy. 
Social programs, with all their inadequacies, and affirmative action have 
brought a measure of justice to people (women and minorities) who 
have been held back by poverty and prejudice. Perhaps it is a sign of the 
times that such basic human programs are viewed by the privileged as 
programs designed to victimize them.

Our present danger doesn’t come from government or from self-
seeking individuals either. The danger to our democratic institutions 
comes from the declining effectiveness of the intervening civic 
organizations that serve to mediate between individual and state. It is 
those organizations that encourage citizenship and provide the best 
defense against tyranny, soft or hard. Without them, the government, 
even when acting out of kindness, may encourage a dependence and 
a lack of civic concern that play into the hands of tyranny. The danger 
increases when the economic pie is shrinking or growing unsteadily, 
when the privileged are talking about “social discipline” while the 
deprived feel social inequalities even more.

In the meantime, public cynicism about the modern American idea 
of going after economic self-interest in the context of free enterprise, 
softened by a degree of oversight by the federal government, is growing. 
The failures of conventional economics (particularly in the past decade) 
to meet certain problems—unemployment, underemployment, slow 
economic growth, and environmental concerns—have set off widespread 
public disappointment in both government and business. One form of 
this disappointment is a growing tendency to “look out for number 
one.” And there is a deepening fear of one’s fellow citizens. Such 
attitudes, republican theorists warn, are the preconditions of tyranny.

Volunteerism and Civic Engagement

But another response to the failures of the recent pattern of American 
political and economic life is to look to the possibility of reviving of 
our democratic civic culture and social structures, and above all, the 
local and neighborhood organizations that nurture them. Many do 
not believe that the idea that our present economic policies answer all 
our problems. Their view is that rethinking those policies will give us a 
genuine opportunity to recover lost aspects of our public life. They view 
the present challenge as a motivation to become our true selves as a 
democratic society.

33 
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NOTESOn both the right and left of the political spectrum there is much talk 
of intermediate structures. Some use the language of sharing in public 
life simply as a way to attack the growth of “big government” without 
reasonably assessing the social benefits granted by the government—
ones that no other structure in our society can presently provide. For such 
critics the ideal intermediate structure is the business corporation. They 
believe the corporation should be freed from “government interference.” 
(This seems to be the role of the Tea Party, which has been taken over by 
corporate America to blame government for our problems.)

Others who talk about intermediate structures view corporations as 
huge, powerful structures that are largely unresponsive to citizen needs. 
In this view, corporations are certainly not places for civic participation 
and democratic debate. Or else they see big corporations as needing 
drastic reform before they can work as truly representative intermediate 
structures. At any rate, however important it may be to nurture religious, 
ethnic, neighborhood, and other forms of civic association, economic 
institutions are the key to present difficulties. A new way of linking our 
economic life with our democratic values is the key to their solution.

Let us consider the connection of the early American pattern to our 
present situation. The founders saw occupation and economic condition 
as closely linked to the religious, social, and political bases of a free 
society. They feared excessive wealth, excessive poverty, and lack of 
independence in one’s occupation. They thought self-employment the 
best guarantee of good citizenship. They thought self-employment 
would lead to civic cooperation in the local community, particularly when 
nurtured by the religious and moral ideal of the covenant.

Our present circumstances—huge economic interdependence, 
employment mostly in large organizations, and the near disappearance 
of the self-employed farmer, merchant, and artisan—seem almost 
unconnected to the vision of the founders. But if we consider the 
intentions and purposes of the founders, and not the economic 
conditions of their time, then we might understand how their vision and 
wisdom could apply to our present situation.

If the plan of the founders was to create independent citizens who 
could cooperate within civic organizations to produce a democratic 
society that supported the dignity of all, we must consider how we 
might gain this goal under conditions of our present political economy. 
A renewed citizenship must build upon our still-living traditions of 
volunteerism, civic engagement, and cooperation wherever they may 
be found. But it cannot take the older forms and resources for granted. 
Contemporary citizenship requires a moral commitment as well as 
an institutional basis that fits our interdependent, career segmented 
national society. And because professional identity has become key to 
personal identity in contemporary society, a renewed civic identity must 
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NOTESbecome part of the workplace as well as the community if we want to 
avoid the war of “all against all.”

Private/Public Enterprise

If we would recover the social and personal commitment to free 
institutions that is the lifeblood of a democratic society, then we must 
bring the public democratic principles into the national economic life. 
To view economic institutions as “private” made sense when most 
Americans spent their lives on family farms or in family businesses. But 
today, when most American men, and a quickly increasing proportion 
of American women, spend much of their lives in large corporations 
whose profits go to institutional and individual “private” stockholders, 
it becomes essential to bring the forms of citizenship and of civic 
association more into the economic sphere. There is no simple formula 
for achieving that goal. It certainly does not require “nationalization.” 
An economy based on the domination of the federal government would 
make democratizing economic life even more difficult. We need a series 
of experiments with new forms of independent or semi-independent 
“public enterprise” as well as improved types of “private enterprise” 
as we carefully seek our aim of a healthy economy that is responsive to 
democratic values.

The requirement of being profitable creates problems even under 
“normal” conditions of economic growth. Its consequences become 
severe when the economy is not growing or growing too slowly. The 
experimentation of a period of growth begins to close down because 
everything must be justified in terms of profit. Social purposes and 
human needs—perhaps even the survival of some individuals—that 
don’t hold the potential to be profitable are ignored. This is especially 
true if we study the impact of past inflations (rising costs) on wage-
earners spending on healthcare, energy, housing, and food. Under these 
conditions more civic purpose must enter into the economy. Then the 
language of “economic democracy” comes into play.

The Dynamics of Bureaucracy

The necessity of making a profit and the governmental form of social 
organization often combine in an unfortunate way. Making a profit 
can itself become a kind of tyrannical command that limits the options 
even of top management. Concerns for the humanization of the work 
process or more vigorous corporate social responsibility may have to be 
delayed under pressure to show profitability. Unfortunately, it is not 
true that all good things are “good business.” If they were, our economy 
and our society would not be suffering their present difficulties. It seems 
clear that a broadening range of economic purposes to include social 
responsibilities rather than only the obligation to show a profit goes with 
a concern for making economic organization more genuinely responsive 
to human needs.
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NOTESNonprofit Corporations and Cooperatives

This is not the place to discuss the possibilities for transforming our 
economy into a more democratic and socially responsible one. Clearly 
we have only begun to realize the values of consumer, publicly owned, 
or cooperative forms of economic nonprofit enterprise. Where there 
is expert assistance and money available, a variety of small economic 
nonprofit enterprises can be organized as self-help development efforts. 
Such ventures make excellent sense in economically depressed areas. 
They provide multiple opportunities for those who might otherwise 
not work. In addition to encouraging the self-respect that comes from 
steady employment, the owners of a cooperative enterprise receive an 
education in the democratic process when they choose their board of 
directors and participate in a variety of functions of running a business. 
Further, the cooperative is not tempted to drain the profits away from its 
own community as a branch of a large firm would do. Profits are plowed 
back into local expansion and the creation of other cooperatives. And, 
often, profits are spent on forms of local social services, such as day-care 
centers, health clinics, and credit unions.

The nonprofit corporation has already proved useful in the form of 
Community Development Corporations (CDCs). By combining profitable 
or at least workable economic projects with a variety of community 
services, the nonprofit corporation has many of the advantages of the 
cooperative on a larger scale. Undoubtedly, we have only begun to 
realize the potential in a variety of forms public enterprise can take. 
The Tennessee Valley Authority,4 for all the opposition to it, stands 
as a reasonably successful public enterprise. As some of our largest 
corporations experience economic difficulties, experiments with mixed 
public/private enterprise might be considered.

Of course, all these forms of experimentation depend on a climate 
of financial and governmental support. There should be ways to make 
tax savings available to corporations that can show a record of public 
responsibility at the cost of their own reduced profitability. A program 
of government grants might be made available to support innovative 
efforts to create energy-efficient businesses, democratize the workplace, 
humanize work, or heighten community responsibility. Particularly in a 
situation of little or no economic growth, the emphasis must shift from 
business expansion to business improvement.

The past failure of public courage may be discouraging. But there are 
still some ways that our present situation could lead to a reinvigoration 
of our values and a new sense of the importance of the covenant model. 
The greatest opportunity exists in understanding that endless—and 
mindless—economic growth is not the answer to all of our problems, 
even if it were possible. And we are only beginning to understand some 
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4. Tennessee Valley Authority a federal government corporation formed in 1933 to address issues 
of energy, economic development, and the environment.
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NOTESof the brutalities that come with an overly technologized society. If the 
rise of industrial capitalism, for all its material benefits, also lies at the 
root of many of our problems, then the weakening of the economy that 
has become clear since the 1970s, and that shows no early sign of change, 
may provide a chance for some deep reflection about the direction of 
America in the decades ahead. If serious Americans in large numbers 
realize that the cause of our difficulties is not “big government” but a 
way of life that worships wealth and power, that makes economic profit 
the judge of all human values, then it may be possible to reexamine our 
present institutions and the values they embody.

A democratization of our economic institutions, by whatever name, 
is a key to the revitalization of our mores and our public life. Clearly 
the joining of economic and governmental bureaucracies into a kind of 
super-bureaucracy is not the answer. It would only complicate the causes 
of our difficulty. The crisis in confidence that has overtaken our present 
system of bureaucratic capitalism can lead to a new, shared public 
interest in our economic life.

We must develop the conditions for a new, shared public interest 
through a movement for the reform of economic life. The process 
needs to invite the pockets of neighborly cooperation out from their 
defensive position on the edge of our public life and into a larger effort 
to transform mainstream institutions into vehicles for citizens to express 
concern and positive values. This requires a process of moral education 
at the same time it attempts to restructure institutions. The effects of 
such a positive movement, already beginning in many areas, would be 
to revitalize the principle of civic association. It would strengthen the 
go-between structures that make it possible for individual citizens to 
maintain their independence and to make their voices heard. Such a 
positive movement would reinforce the vitality of our free institutions 
generally. Moving into a world of little or no economic growth, without 
practicing such democratic values, would only set off no-win Hobbesian5 
struggles among groups wanting to profit at one another’s expense. 
This type of a struggle is already too clear in our present politics of 
special interests.

But a healthy shift in the organization of our economic life, with 
all it involves, cannot be expected as a result of only technocratic or 
organizational manipulation. Overcoming deeply rooted power and 
ways of thinking could come about only by a change in social or moral 
consciousness. We are, like it or not, facing a world of increasing scarcity 
and simplicity, voluntary or involuntary. We can enter that world with 
bitterness, with a concern to protect ourselves and our families, no 
matter the consequences to others—or we can enter with the sharp 
sense of freedom, justice, opportunity, and community given to us by our 
founding fathers.

48 

49 

50 

5. Hobbsian (HAHBZ ee uhn) adj. referring to a theory of the English philosopher Thomas Hobbs.
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NOTESTo come to terms with what has happened to us in the last century in a 
way that allows us to regain the moral meaning and public participation 
that marked our early years —that seems the only way to create a 
livable society in the decades ahead. There are no easy formulas as to 
how to achieve this goal. A great deal of creative experimentation and 
a variety of organizations are needed. But only a new sense of moral 
commitment and human sensibility can provide the time and space for 
such experimentation.

Summary

It seems clear that although the rise of corporate capitalism has brought 
Americans many good things, it has also broken apart our traditional 
social system while creating enormous economic problems that it 
cannot seem to solve. Through its enormous political influence, the 
national private economy has complicated these problems by involving 
government and massive government spending in ways that have 
been self-serving.

Ever since World War II, high-technology and service industries have 
boomed in the “Sun Belt,6” with the help of massive orders from the 
military and huge federal grants for infrastructure. During the same 
years the industrial cities of the Northeast and Midwest have been 
allowed to decay. The housing bust is yet another example. Profits 
have been enormous, but the human costs have been very high. It has 
been suggested that this unbalanced pattern of growth and decay will 
exact enormous sums in taxpayers’ money in the decades ahead. Just 
reflect on the Wall Street and banking bailouts; these could have been 
avoided if the public interest had been given greater consideration by 
planning a healthy and balanced national economy, along with providing 
appropriate regulatory oversight and accountability.

Another example of the disastrous consequences of economic 
decisions made only on the basis of profitability is the spread of energy-
consuming, pollution-creating automobile and truck transportation at 
the expense of rapid transit and railroad systems, especially since World 
War II. Due to the power of automobile and oil lobbies, billions have 
been spent on federal highway programs, while railroad and mass-transit 
supports have been attacked as “wasteful.” Dependence on initially 
cheap foreign oil, which was part of this transportation package, has 
proved to be not only an economic time bomb but also an international 
political disaster that has made our national interest highly vulnerable.

Stephen A. Marglin, professor of economics at Harvard University, 
recently wrote:

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

6. Sun Belt vast area with warm climate made up of fourteen U.S. states from Florida through the 
southern part of California.
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NOTES“The real issue of the next decade is not planning, but what kind of 
planning. If planning is to be democratic in process and end product, the 
entire structure of the capitalist economy must be overhauled to become 
significantly more participatory, from the shop floor to the corporate 
board room.

“Either our dominant economic institution, the corporation, will 
come to reflect democratic ideals, or the polity will come increasingly to 
incorporate the notion of the divine right of capital.

“My own position is clear. Authoritarian capitalism is no longer a 
vehicle of human progress, but an obstacle. By contrast, democracy, 
extended to our economic institutions, has a rich and glorious future.”

Professor Marglin, as our historical review has shown, sets the issue in 
terms consistent with our American democratic tradition.

In dealing with our economic problems, then, we must not think 
about technical efficiency alone. That type of thinking could produce 
an authoritarian solution. The economy is a central part of our entire 
social system. This means that the requirements for success cannot be 
cost-accounting alone. The human implications of various forms of 
organization must always be considered. Above all, the economy must 
reinforce, not undermine, that structure of intermediate voluntary 
associations upon which the vitality of our democracy rests. Only an 
economy that can provide security, dignity, equality of opportunity, and 
participation to all our citizens will be a democratic economy.

We have in America the human and natural resources as well as the 
cultural and spiritual values to overcome the present challenges. We 
have the resources to reinvigorate our democratic life and revitalize our 
communities. That is the challenge of this decade.

Excerpted from Democracy is Not a Spectator Sport by Arthur Blaustein with the permission of Skyhorse 
Publishing, Inc.
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NOTES

This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

At eight o’clock on a November night in the year 2053, Leonard Mead is doing what he 
loves most: going out for a walk. There is silence and the streets are deserted. Leonard 
sometimes walks for miles and returns to his house at midnight.

On these walks, Leonard notices the faint light from behind the windows of homes. 
Sometimes he hears whispers or low voices if windows were open. Leonard pauses in 
such cases, looks, listens, and moves on. He long ago learned to wear sneakers on his 
walks at night so that he can be silent. This allows him to avoid attracting the attention 
of dogs that bark and of surprised people, who turn on their lights and look out at the 
odd sight of a person walking.

Leonard heads west tonight, and there is a frost in the air. While walking, he takes in 
and enjoys his surroundings. He listens to his shoes making contact with the autumn 
leaves. He whistles, picking up leaves to look at them and smell them. He also whispers 
to the houses as he walks, knowing that everyone else is inside watching television:

‘‘Hello, in there,’’ he whispered to every house on every side as he 
moved. “What’s up tonight on Channel 4, Channel 7, Channel 9? Where are 
the cowboys rushing, and do I see the United States Cavalry over the next 
hill to the rescue?”

Glancing at his watch, Leonard sees that it is 8:30 pm. He again talks aloud, wondering 
what people inside are watching. He pauses, wondering if he hears laughter from one 
house. When he moves on, he stumbles over an uneven section of sidewalk. Flowers 
and grass cover parts of the sidewalk, which is rarely used.

In ten years of walking by night or day, for thousands of miles, he had 
never met another person walking, not once in all that time.

Leonard arrives where two main highways cross. During the day, this intersection is 
crowded with cars. But now it is silent. Turning on a side street, Leonard circles back 
toward his house. When he is within a block of home, a car turns the corner and flashes 
a white light on him.

He stood entranced, not unlike a night moth, stunned by the 
illumination, and then drawn toward it.

A metallic voice called to him:
“Stand still. Stay where you are! Don’t move!”
He halted.
“Put up your hands!”
“But—” he said.
‘‘Your hands up! Or we’ll shoot!”

SHORT STORY

Ray Bradbury

The Pedestrian
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NOTESLeonard realizes that the police are speaking to him. But he wonders at the odds of 
meeting a police car. With so little crime, there is no need for the police, so the city of 
three million people has just one police car.

The police car asks Leonard his name. Leonard can’t see anyone in the car because of 
the bright light in his eyes. Leonard responds, and the police car asks what he does for a 
living. Leonard responds:

“I guess you’d call me a writer.”
“No profession,” said the police car, as if talking to itself. ...

The response makes Leonard think that the statement is true in some way. He has not 
written in years. Books and magazines don’t sell anymore because everyone stays in 
their homes and watches television.

The police car next asks Leonard what he is doing. Leonard says that he is walking. The 
police car seems not to believe the answer, so it asks where Leonard was walking and 
why. Leonard responds:

 “Walking for air. Walking to see.”

This answer also makes the police car suspicious. It asks for Leonard’s address and if 
Leonard has air in his house. The police car seems to wonder why Leonard might be 
out walking for air. Next, it asks if Leonard has a viewing screen in his house. Leonard 
doesn’t. This causes another reaction in the police car.

The police car next asks whether Leonard is married. Leonard says no, joking that no 
one wanted him. This causes the police car to react again:

“Don’t speak unless you’re spoken to!”
Leonard Mead waited in the cold night.
“Just walking, Mr. Mead?”
“Yes.”
“But you haven’t explained for what purpose.”
“I explained; for air, and to see, and just to walk.”
“Have you done this often?”
“Every night for years.”
The police car sat in the center of the street with its radio throat faintly 

humming.

Leonard asks the police car if it has asked everything it needs to ask. The police car says 
yes, but then it pops open the back door and orders Leonard to get in.

“Wait a minute, I haven’t done anything!”
“Get in.”
“I protest!”
“Mr. Mead.”
… As he passed the front window of the car he looked in. As he had 

expected there was no one in the front seat, no one in the car at all.
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NOTESLeonard looks into the back seat, which is a small cell with bars. The police car says that 
Leonard might not have been arrested if he had a wife who could confirm information 
about him and his whereabouts. Leonard asks where he is going, and the police car 
replies, “The Psychiatric Center for Research on Regressive Tendencies.”

The car door shuts automatically after Leonard gets in. The police car drives through the 
streets and passes a house that stands out from all the rest. Unlike the other houses, 
which are dark except for the faint light of the TVs, it has all its lights on.

“That’s my house,” said Leonard Mead.
No one answered him.
The car moved down the empty river-bed streets and off away, leaving 

the empty streets with the empty sidewalks, and no sound and no motion 
all the rest of the chill November night.

Reprinted by permission of Don Congdon Associates, Inc. Copyright ©1951 by the Fortnightly Publishing 
Company, renewed 1979 by Ray Bradbury.

GRADE 11 • UNIT 1 • Accessible Leveled Text • The Pedestrian 3



©
 P

ea
rs

on
 E

du
ca

tio
n,

 In
c. 

Al
l r

ig
ht

s 
re

se
rv

ed
.

Ph
ot

oc
re

di
t l

in
e 

he
re

 x
xx

 x
xx

xx
x 

xx
xx

xx
xx

 x
xx

xx
 

xx
xx

 x
xx

xx
 x

xx
xx

xx
x

NOTES

This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

The Iroquois Confederacy was a powerful union of five Native American tribes, formed 
in the late sixteenth century. Together, they created a constitution that established a set 
of laws and practices. In this excerpt, Dekanawidah, one of the founders of the Iroquois 
Confederacy, introduces the Iroquois Constitution. It is also referred to as the Great Law 
of Peace.

I am Dekanawidah and with the Five Nations1 confederate lords I plant 
the Tree of the Great Peace. I name the tree the Tree of the Great Long 
Leaves. Under the shade of this Tree of the Great Peace we spread the soft 
white feathery down of the globe thistle as seats for you, Adodarhoh,2 and 
your cousin lords.

The Constitution states that the lords of the Five Tribes will sit around a council fire 
under the Tree of Peace to discuss all the business of the Five Nations. Anyone who 
truly accepts the laws of the Five Nations is free to join. The Tree’s roots will spread in all 
directions. An eagle will perch on top of the Tree to keep watch and give warning if any 
threats approach. Allies of the Five Nations will be able to see the smoke from the fire 
and know that the Confederacy is meeting.

Before they begin their discussions, the lords will express thanks and respect for each 
other and for nature—the trees, animals, sky, sun, and moon—and for the Great 
Creator. After giving thanks, the council talks may begin.

All lords of the Five Nations’ Confederacy must be honest in all things. ... 
It shall be a serious wrong for anyone to lead a lord into trivial affairs, for 
the people must ever hold their lords high in estimation out of respect to 
their honorable positions.

When a new candidate for lord wishes to join the group, he shows his commitment by 
bringing four strands of wampum shells. He promises to seek peace and justice. The 
speaker of the council and other members address the new member in respectful and 
admiring terms.

“We now do crown you with the sacred emblem of the deer’s antlers, the 
emblem of your lordship. You shall now become a mentor of the people of the 
Five Nations. The thickness of your skin shall be seven spans—which is to say 
that you shall be proof against anger, offensive actions and criticism. ... “

POLITICAL DOCUMENT

translated by Arthur C. Parker

from The Iroquois 
Constitution

1. Five Nations the Mohawk, Oneida, Onondaga, Cayuga, and Seneca tribes. Together, these tribes 
formed the Iroquois Confederacy.

2. Adodarhoh (ah doh DAHR oh) name of the office of the Onondaga chief.
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NOTESThe new leader must be kind and peaceful. The council reminds the candidate to respect 
the interests of the people and to cast away his self-interest. They tell him to be a firm 
leader but also patient and caring. Never be angry, they advise, and always make calm 
and thought-out decisions.

“Cast not over your shoulder behind you the warnings of the nephews 
and nieces should they chide you for any error or wrong you may do, but 
return to the way of the Great Law which is just and right. Look and listen 
for the welfare of the whole people and have always in view not only the 
present but also the coming generations, even those whose faces are yet 
beneath the surface of the ground—the unborn of the future nation.”

Arthur C. Parker on the Iroquois: Iroquois Uses of Maize and Other Food Plants, The Code of Handsome Lake; 
The Seneca Prophet, The Constitution of the Five Nations by Arthur Parker. Copyright © 1981. Used with 
permission of Syracuse University Press.
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NOTES

This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

 Former Supreme Court Justice Thurgood Marshall begins his speech by giving his 
audience some background. He explains that 1987 marks the 200th anniversary, or 
bicentennial, of the United States Constitution and that celebrations are planned. 
Marshall believes these plans focus on only part of the overall picture. He states that 
there will be patriotic feelings, and people will say that the Framers, or authors of the 
Constitution, were just and wise. These qualities are reflected in the Constitution. But 
Marshall thinks that the celebrations will oversimplify things and also overlook many 
other important events that shaped the nation.

The focus of this celebration invites a complacent belief that the vision 
of those who debated and compromised in Philadelphia yielded the “more 
perfect Union” it is said we now enjoy.

I cannot accept this invitation, for I do not believe that the meaning of 
the Constitution was forever “fixed” at the Philadelphia Convention. Nor do 
I find the wisdom, foresight, and sense of justice exhibited by the Framers 
particularly profound.

Marshall says that the Framers’ government was “defective,” or imperfect, from the 
start. To get to the kind of government we have today, with “individual freedoms and 
human rights,” several amendments (additions to the Constitution) were needed, as 
well as a civil war and great social changes. When modern-day Americans speak of the 
Constitution, Marshall says, they are citing a concept, or idea, that is very different from 
what the Framers wrote down two hundred years ago.

As an example, Marshall considers the first three words of its preamble, or introduction: 
“We the People.” Marshall says that when the Founding Fathers used these words in 
1787, they didn’t have the majority of America’s citizens in mind. African Americans and 
women were excluded, or left out.

“We the People” included, in the words of the Fathers, “the whole 
Number of free Persons.” On a matter so basic as the right to vote, for 
example, Negro slaves were excluded. ... Women did not gain the right to 
vote for over a hundred and thirty years.

Marshall says that excluding African Americans and women was “intentional”—done 
on purpose. He explains that the Southern states gave in to the demands of the 
New England states to allow Congress to regulate the buying and selling of things 
in exchange for allowing Southern states to continue the slave trade. Both regions, 
Marshall says, profited from slavery.

Despite this clear understanding of the role slavery would play in the 
new republic, use of the words “slaves” and “slavery” was carefully avoided 
in the original document.

SPEECH 

Thurgood Marshall

Reflections on the Bicentennial 
of the United States Constitution
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NOTESMarshall says that those who were against slavery gave up that fight to reach an 
agreement between sides. And there was no explanation of how such a compromise 
conflicted with the belief in equality that the American Revolutionary War was supposed 
to have been fought for.

Marshall goes on to say that this wasn’t the first time that such a compromise was 
made. An early draft of a document that eventually became the Declaration of 
Independence criticized the King of England for not allowing lawmakers to end the 
slave trade. Yet the final draft of the Declaration does not contain this criticism. When 
the Constitution was being written, those who were opposed to slavery agreed to a 
document that would cause “tragic events” in years to come.

Pennsylvania’s Gouverneur Morris provides an example. He 
opposed slavery and the counting of slaves in determining the basis for 
representation in Congress.1 ...

And yet Gouverneur Morris eventually accepted the three-fifths 
accommodation. In fact, he wrote the final draft of the Constitution, the 
very document the bicentennial will commemorate.

Marshall expects that some people will claim that the Constitution is a product of its 
times. But, Marshall says, the compromise the Constitution’s writers made has lasted for 
generations. Marshall then cites the Dred Scott case of 1857. The case ruled that African 
Americans had no rights and could never be U.S. citizens. He notes that it took a bloody 
civil war before the thirteenth amendment put an end to slavery. Marshall next says 
that the Union survived the Civil War, but the Constitution in its original form did not 
because of the addition of the fourteenth amendment.

In its place arose a new, more promising basis for justice and equality, the 
fourteenth amendment, ensuring protection of the life, liberty, and property 
of all persons. ... And yet almost another century would pass before any 
significant recognition was obtained of the rights of black Americans to 
share equally even in such basic opportunities as education, housing, and 
employment, and to have their votes counted and counted equally.

Marshall notes the role that laws have played in denying and then giving rights to African 
Americans in American history. He explains that the progress has been dramatic and will 
continue. The Framers of the Constitution, he says, could not have imagined such changes.

 “We the People” no longer enslave, but the credit does not belong to the 
Framers. It belongs to those who refused to acquiesce2 in outdated notions 
of “liberty,” “justice,” and “equality,” and who strived to better them.

1. counting of slaves … in Congress refers to the Three-Fifths Compromise, which decided how 
enslaved people could be counted in a state’s total population for issues related to voting and taxes.

2. acquiesce (AK wee EHS) v. agree or accept something without arguing.
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NOTESMarshall warns his listeners to be careful when they focus on events related to the 
creation of the Constitution. The important events that followed should not be 
forgotten and are needed to get a full picture. He notes that we should be aware of 
the Constitution’s flaws and how it has grown and changed over 200 years of history. 
This will allow the celebration of the “Miracle at Philadelphia” to be a more meaningful 
experience. And, Marshall says, the “true miracle” was not the birth of the Constitution 
but its life. This life was cared for and developed over 200 years of conflict and disorder 
in American history. Marshall says that not everyone will celebrate the bicentennial of 
the Constitution the same way.

Some may more quietly commemorate the suffering, struggle, and 
sacrifice that has triumphed over much of what was wrong with the 
original document, and observe the anniversary with hopes not realized 
and promises not fulfilled. I plan to celebrate the bicentennial of the 
Constitution as a living document, including the Bill of Rights and the other 
amendments protecting individual freedoms and human rights.

Republished with permission of Harvard Law Review, from Harvard Law Review, 101, November 1987; 
permission conveyed through Copyright Clearance Center, Inc. 
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NOTES

This version of the selection 
alternates original text 
with summarized passages. 
Dotted lines appear next to 
the summarized passages.

Thomas Paine was a powerfully influential writer. In January 1776, Thomas Paine 
published Common Sense, his famous call to arms in which he argued that Americans 
must fight for independence from England. The pamphlet, distributed widely and read 
aloud in public places, created a national mood for revolution.

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,1 and suffer his reason and his feelings to determine for 
themselves; that he will put ON, or rather that he will not put OFF the true 
character of a man, and generously enlarge his views beyond the present day.

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

Members of Parliament had argued that the measures taken by England against the 
colonies were only temporary. The late Henry Pelham, who had been the British Prime 
Minister, answered these arguments by saying that the measures would “last my time.” 
Future Americans are likely to hate such views.

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 a day, a year, or 
an age; posterity are virtually involved in the contest, and will be more or 
less affected, even to the end of time, by the proceedings now. Now is the 
seed-time of continental union, faith and honor. The least fracture now 
will be like a name engraved with the point of a pin on the tender rind of a 
young oak; the wound will enlarge with the tree, and posterity read it in full 
grown characters.

ARGUMENT

Thomas Paine

from Common Sense

1. prepossession (pree puh ZEHSH uhn) n. bias (archaic).
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NOTESPaine argues that the beginning of fighting on April 19 has superseded2 all other views 
of the relationship between England and the colonies. Before this, England had two 
approaches to keeping the colonies: force and friendship. Neither approach  
works anymore.

Paine reviews some arguments for staying with England, and sets forth reasons why 
staying with England would be bad for the colonies.

I 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 thrived upon milk that it is 
never to have meat, or that the first twenty years of our lives is to become a 
precedent for the next twenty. But even this is admitting more than is true, 
for I answer roundly, that America would have flourished as much, and 
probably much more, had no European power had anything to do with her. 
The commerce, by which she hath enriched herself, are the necessaries of 
life, and will always have a market while eating is the custom of Europe.

Paine also deals with the claim that England has defended the American colonies 
against enemies. He notes that England would have defended Turkey if it had been in 
England’s interest. In addition, he points out that England defended the colonists against 
England’s enemies—not the colonists’ enemies. Paine tells colonists to remember the 
hardships they felt during the Seven Years’ War between England and France when they 
think they benefit by fighting for England.

Paine then argues against the idea that without England, the individual colonies would 
not be connected to one another. He says the real thread tying the colonies together as 
English is that they have had to view England’s enemies as their enemies. He continues 
that America unites the people of Europe who move to the United States.

And by a just parity of reasoning, all Europeans meeting in America, or 
any other quarter of the globe, are COUNTRYMEN; for England, Holland, 
Germany, or Sweden, when compared with the whole, stand in the same 
places on the larger scale, which the divisions of street, town, and county 
do on the smaller ones; distinctions too limited for continental minds. Not 
one third of the inhabitants, even of this province, are of English descent. 
Wherefore I reprobate3 the phrase of parent or mother country applied to 
England only, as being false, selfish, narrow, and ungenerous.

2. superseded (soo per SEED ehd) v. set aside or removed.
3. reprobate (REHP ruh bayt) v. disapprove of greatly or reject.
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NOTESPaine says that some argue that the colonists are Englishmen because they are of English 
descent. He claims that this argument is meaningless. England has started making 
war on the colonies. So the colonists are treated not as Englishmen but as enemies of 
England. Furthermore, he points out that many English kings and nobles had French 
ancestors. If you accept that argument that being born of English descent makes you 
English, Paine says, shouldn’t the same argument apply to the nobles whose ancestors 
came from France? Shouldn’t these nobles be called Frenchmen, not Englishmen?

Paine also notes the argument that the colonies and England together are strong 
enough to defeat any other power. His answer: Why should the American colonists 
want to make war on any other power? Besides, the colonists’ real interest in other 
countries is commercial. He argues that if the Americans keep their lines of trade open, 
other countries will be friendly toward them.

 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 
dependence on Great Britain, tends directly to involve this continent in 
European wars and quarrels; and sets us at variance with nations, who 
would otherwise seek our friendship, and against whom, we have neither 
anger nor complaint. As Europe is our market for trade, we ought to form 
no partial connection with any part of it. ...

Paine reminds people that the European nations will likely be at war with each other. As 
long as the American colonies are tied to England, they will be dragged into those wars. 
England won the most recent round, but that will not always be the case.

Everything 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 increases the force of it. The Reformation4 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.

4. Reformation (rehf uhr MAY shuhn) n. sixteenth century religious movement aimed at reforming 
the Roman Catholic Church that resulted in establishing Protestant churches; the upheaval caused 
many religious refugees to flee to the New World.
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NOTESPaine again argues that, for a number of reasons, England’s rule over the American 
colonies can only be temporary. What’s more, England has not worked to set up 
a system of government that could be passed down to the coming generations of 
independent Americans. The ultimate separation will be difficult and painful. Therefore, 
he says, the “mother country” should help America prepare for independence like a 
parent helps a child get ready for its own life.

Paine analyzes the groups who support staying with England. He starts by criticizing 
“interested men,” or those who benefit personally from the English government. He 
lists them alongside three other groups of Americans who defend England.

Interested men, who are not to be trusted; weak men, who CANNOT see; 
prejudiced men, who WILL NOT see; and a certain set of moderate men, 
who think better of the European world than it deserves; and this last class, 
by an ill-judged deliberation, will be the cause of more calamities to this 
continent, than all the other three.

Paine cautions those who feel safe and removed from the conflict with England to think 
of Boston. He says the people of Boston used to lead pleasant lives. But now, if they 
leave Boston, they can expect British soldiers to plunder their properties. On the other 
hand, if they stay in Boston, they will be attacked by other colonists for cooperating with 
England. Paine warns that many may wrongly downplay British offenses against Boston.

But examine the passions and feelings of mankind, bring the doctrine of 
reconciliation to the touchstone5 of nature, and then tell me, whether you 
can hereafter love, honor, and faithfully serve the power that hath carried 
fire and sword into your land? If you cannot do all these, then are you only 
deceiving yourselves, and by your delay bringing ruin upon posterity. Your 
future connection with Britain, whom you can neither love nor honor will 
be forced and unnatural, and being formed only on the plan of present 
convenience, will in a little time fall into a relapse more wretched than the 
first. But if you say, you can still pass the violations over, then I ask, Hath 
your house been burnt? Hath your property been destroyed before your 
face! Are your wife and children destitute of a bed to lie on, or bread to 
live on? Have you lost a parent or a child by their hands, and yourself the 
ruined and wretched survivor! If you have not, then are you not a judge 
of those who have. But if you have, and still can shake hands with the 
murderers, then are you unworthy of the name of husband, father, friend, 
or lover, and whatever may be your rank or title in life, you have the heart 
of a coward, and the spirit of a sycophant.6

5. touchstone (TUHCH stohn) n. central example of feature.
6. sycophant (SIHK uh fuhnt) n. person who seeks favor by flattering people of wealth  

or influence.
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NOTESPaine claims that this is the situation in America. The continent cannot be conquered 
by Britain or anyone else unless Americans weaken themselves by acting too late or too 
timidly. He argues that the time for action has come, and everyone on this continent 
will suffer if action is not taken. Reconciliation with England has become impossible, 
unreasonable, and unnatural. Even the most optimistic people in England can see that 
separation will come.

Every quiet method for peace hath been ineffectual. Our prayers 
have been rejected with disdain; and only tended to convince us, that 
nothing flatters vanity, or confirms obstinacy in Kings more than repeated 
petitioning—and nothing hath contributed more than that very measure 
to make the Kings of Europe absolute: Witness Denmark and Sweden.7 
Wherefore, since nothing but blows will do, for God’s sake, let us come to 
a final separation, and not leave the next generation to be cutting throats, 
under the violated unmeaning names of parent and child.

Of course, Paine, says, England may try other measures to win America back. However, 
no matter what England does, physical facts work against a union between the two: the 
distance, time delay, and different circumstances between life in the two. He concedes 
that there may have been a time when the relationship could work, but that is no longer 
true. He states flatly that a continent cannot be governed by an island, just as a moon 
cannot be larger than the planet it orbits. England is part of the system of Europe, but 
America is its own system. Paine explains why compromise is no longer possible.

The object, contended for, ought always to bear some just proportion 
to the expense. The removal of North8 or the whole detestable junto,9 is a 
matter unworthy the millions we have expended. A temporary stoppage of 
trade, was an inconvenience, which would have sufficiently balanced the 
repeal of all the acts complained of, had such repeals been obtained; but 
if the whole continent must take up arms, if every man must be a soldier, 
it is scarcely worth our while to fight against a contemptible ministry only. 
Dearly, dearly, do we pay for the repeal of the acts, if that is all we fight 
for. ... As I have always considered the independency 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 worthwhile to have disputed a 
matter, which time would have finally redressed, unless we meant to be in 
earnest; otherwise, it is like wasting an estate 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 1775,10 but the moment the event of that day was made known, 

7. Witness Denmark and Sweden the King of Sweden attempted through most of the 
seventeenth century to get compromises and territory from Denmark; the Danish government 
attempted to appease and trade with Sweden, and suffered multiple invasions. 

8. removal of North Frederick North, the British Prime Minister at the time of the American 
Revolution, whose policies were seen as a major cause of American unrest.

9. junto (HUHN toh) n. political grouping or faction.
10. fatal nineteenth of April 1775 the American Revolution began with the battles of Lexington 

and Concord on this date. 
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NOTESI rejected the hardened, sullen tempered Pharaoh11 of England forever; 
and disdain the wretch, that with the pretended title of FATHER OF HIS 
PEOPLE can unfeelingly bear of their slaughter, and composedly sleep 
with their blood upon his soul.

But admitting that matters were now made up, what would be the event? 
I answer, the ruin of the continent. And that for several reasons.

Paine reminds the colonists that the laws in place to govern them were chosen by the 
king for his own purposes. Colonists would be appealing constantly to England for 
laws that suit this continent, only to have the king deny them. And so, Paine says, the 
continent would go backward—something the king might actually want to happen. He 
can deny any law passed anywhere that he rules. He lives in England and is aware of 
its needs. He has no idea of what is good for America. In fact, Paine argues, England is 
concerned only with its own well-being, not with that of America.

Secondly, Paine says that a “patched up connection” between England and America 
would only be temporary and therefore lead to America’s decline. Property-owning 
Europeans would not settle there, or those living in America would leave. But even 
worse, without independence, the American continent would likely suffer internal 
conflict and rebellions. So far the American colonies, like the republics of Europe, have 
lived peacefully together—unlike European monarchies, which are often at war. Without 
laws, that social system would break down.

The greatest problem with independence is the lack of structure or government for the 
continent as a whole. Paine proposes new system.

 Let each colony be divided into six, eight, or ten, convenient districts, 
each district to send a proper number of delegates to Congress, so that 
each colony send at least thirty. The whole number in Congress will be at 
least 390. Each Congress to sit and to choose a president by the following 
method. When the delegates are met, let a colony be taken from the whole 
thirteen colonies by lot, after which, let the whole Congress choose (by 
ballot) a president from out of the delegates of that province.

Every law would require a three-fifths majority. Such a system would seem so fair that 
anyone rebelling against it would be regarded as foolish. Paine recommends the creation 
of a “Continental Conference,” with two delegates from each of the 13 colonies. 
These delegates would work out a system of continental government, which would be 
outlined in a “Continental Charter.”

Should any body of men be hereafter delegated for this or some similar 
purpose, I offer them the following extracts from that wise observer on 
governments DRAGONETTI.12 “The science” says he “of the politician 
consists in fixing the true point of happiness and freedom. Those men 

11. hardened, sullen tempered Pharaoh (FAR oh) in the Biblical story of Exodus, the Pharaoh of 
Egypt is described as having a “hardened heart” when he refuses to allow the Jews to leave  
their slavery. 

12. DRAGONETTI (drag uh NEHT ee) Giacinto Dragonetti (1738–1818), an Italian lawyer and  
legal theorist.
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NOTESwould deserve the gratitude of ages, who should discover a mode of 
government that contained the greatest sum of individual happiness, with 
the least national expense.”

But where, says 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 Britain. Yet that we may not appear to be defective even in earthly 
honors, 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 as we approve 
of monarchy, that in America THE LAW IS 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, be 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. If we omit it now, some Massanello13 
may hereafter arise, who laying hold of popular disquietudes, may 
collect together the desperate and the discontented, and by assuming to 
themselves the powers of government, may sweep away the liberties of the 
continent like a deluge. ...

Paine notes that keeping America under British rule would invite such a person to take 
over. England has already behaved brutally by convincing Native Americans and enslaved 
people to fight against the colonists. It would be foolish to become friends with Britain 
again, given all that nation has done to Americans.

The last cord now is broken, the people of England are presenting 
addresses against us. There are injuries which nature cannot forgive; she 
would cease to be nature if she did.

England cannot be forgiven, and the colonists cannot reconcile with the British.

O ye that love mankind! Ye that dare oppose, not only the tyranny, 
but the tyrant, stand forth! Every spot of the old world is overrun with 
oppression. Freedom hath been hunted round the globe. Asia, and Africa, 
have long expelled 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.

13. Massanello (mas uh NEHL oh) Tomasso Aniello (1622–1647), an Italian fisherman who headed 
a popular revolt against the nobility and the rule of Spain in his home city of Naples. However, 
after taking control of the city, some thought he was corrupted by power, and was eventually 
killed by the same people he led.

Common Sense (1920) by Thomas Paine
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