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Thomas Carlyle, The Franch Revolufion, A Hisfory, 183Y

A peradoxical philosopher, carrying to the uttermost length that
aphorism of Montesquieu’s, 'Happy the people whose anmals are
tiresome,' has said, 'Happy the people whose annals are vacant' In
which saying, mad as it looks, may there not still be found some grain
of reason? For truly, as it has been written, ‘Silence is divine, and of
Heaven; so in all earthly things too there is a silence which is better
than any speech. Consider it well, the Event, the thing which can be -

.spoken of and recorded, is it not, in all cases, some disruption, some

solution of continuity? Were it even a glad Event, it involves change,
involves loss {of active Force); and so fgr, either in the past or in the
present, is an irregularity, a disease. Stillest perseverance were our
blessedness; not dislocation and alteration,—could they be avoided

The oak grows silently, in the forest, a thousand years; only in the
thousandth year, when the woodman arrives with his axe, is there
heard an echoing through the solitudes; and the oak announces itself
when, with a farsounding crash, it falls. How silent too was the
planting of the acorn; scattered from the lap of some wandering wind!
Nay, when our oak flowered, or put on its leaves (its glad Evenis), what
shout of proclamation could there be? Hardly from the most
observant 2 word of recognition. These things befell not, they were
slowly done; not in an hour, but through the flight of days: what was
to be said of it? This hour seemed altogether as the last was, as the
next would be.

It is thus everywhere that foolish Rumour babbles not of what was
done, but of what was misdone or undone; and foolish History (ever,
more or less, the written epitomised synopsis of Rumour) knows so
little that were not as well unknown. Attila Invasions, Walterthe-
Penniless Crusades, Sicilian Vespers, Thirty-Years Wars: mere sin and
misery; not work, but hindrance of work! For the Earth, all this while,
was yearly green and yellow with her kind harvests; the hand of the
craftsman, the mind of the thinker rested not: and so, after all, and in
spite of all, we have this so glorious hi§h—domed blossoming World;
concerning which, poor History may well ask, with wonder, Whence it
came? She knows so little of it, knows so much of what obstructed it,
what would have rendered it impossible. Such, nevertheless, by
necessity or foolish choice, is her rule and practice; whereby that
paradox, ‘Happy the people whose annals are vacant,’ is not without its
true side.

And yet, what seems more pertinent to note here, there is a stillness,
not of unobstructed growth, but of passive inertness, and symptom of
imminent downfall. As victory is silent, so is defeat. Of the opposing
forces the weaker has resigned itself; the stronger marches on,
noiseless now, but rapid, inevitable: the fall and overturn will not be
noiseless. Fow all grows, and has its period, even as the herbs of the
fields, be it annual, centennial, millenniall All grows and dies, each by
its own wondrous laws, in wondrous fashion of its own; spiritual things
most wondrously of all Inscrutable, to the wisest, are these latter; not
to be prophesied of, or understood. If when the oak stands proudliest
flourishing to the eye, you know that its heart is sound, it is not so with
the man; how much less with the Society, with the Nation of men! Of
such it may be affirmed even that the superficial aspect, that the
inward feeling of full health, is generally ominous, For indeed it is of
apoplexy, so to speak, and a plethoric lazy habit of body, that
Churches, Kingships, Social Institutions, oftenest die. Sad, when such
Institution plethorically says to itself, Take thy ease, thou hast goods
laid up;—Ilike the fool of the Gospel, to whom it was answered, Fool,
this night thy life shall be required of thee!
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Is it the healthy peace, or the ominous unhealthy, that rests on
France, for these next Ten Years? Over which the Historian can pass
lightly, without call to linger: for as yet events are not, much less
performances, Time of sunniest stillness;—shall we call it, what all
men thought it, the new Age of God? Call it at least, of Paper; which in
many ways is the succedaneum of Gold. Bank-paper, wherewith you
can still buy when there is no gold left; Book-paper, splendent with
Theories, Philosophies, Sensibilities,—beautiful art, not only of
revealing Thought, but also of so beautifully hiding from us the want
of Thought! Paper is made from the rags of things that did once exist;
there are endless excellences in Paper.—What wisest Philosophe, in
this halcyon uneventful period, could prophesy that there was
approaching, big with darkness and confusion, the event of events?
Hope ushers in a Revolution,—as earthquakes are preceded by bright
weather, On the Fifth of May, fifteen years hence, oid Louis will not be
sending for the Sacraments; but a new Louis, his grandson, with the
whole pomp of astonished intoxicated France, will be opening the
States-General.

Thomas Carlyle, The French Revolution, A History, Book I, ch. I1-1
“Astraea Redux’, 1837
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« 2. Amateurism and the Victorians. 2. The body in Victorian culture »

Of course, public school masters, who led the athieric
revolution, did not spend their time poring over medical
textbooks, and their poetical interests tended wo be divided -
between Latin verse and patriotic doggerel. High culiure and
science simply made athleticism more respectable. Schoolmastess, 5
after all, were in the practical business of producing healthy boys.

This was not just a matter of being sound of wind and limb. A
healthy boy was also a good boy. Character formation was the
principal reason for the quasi-monastic segregation of the sexcs -
and the ‘siow growth' philosophy of cducation. The stages 1
berween the compiete dependence of earty childhood and fill
adulthood became noticeably longer in the nineteenth century.
This enforced lengthening of the youthful period in the life cycke
amongst the swelling numbers of middle-ciass boys coincided
. with 2 lowering of the age of sexual maturity and better afl-round 15
‘phiysical development. Hence the public school had to cope
with the ‘problem’ of puberty and of what later was called
‘adolescence’ on behalf of the parens, In this connection the miost
commonly used adjective in the public schoolmaster’s vocabulary
was ‘manly’. Sport played 2 central role in the achievementof 2o
the kind of proper manliness that pareats and teachers desived],
Manliness was emphatically not to be confised with sexuslity;
wanliness was to be an antidote to the precotious developmert.
of adult male sexuality by providinga new moral and physical
defimition of what masculinity was. True maokiness wis heldto 25
féside in the harmonious growth of the physique and the
character side by side. A ‘manly”boy was strong 'of body and pure
- of heart. The Victorian public schoo! was the forcing-house of
_&new kind of masculinity in which the distinguishing c@mtuisgics
of the male sex were not intellectual or genital but physicaland 3,
morzl. Man was neither a thinking machine nor was e governed
by an uorestrained sexuality as andmals were thought to be. He
was loyal, brave, and active and as such the patural connterpary
of woman who was spiritual, sensitive, and vulnerable. For this
redefinition of gender comprised both sexes, establishing new %6
srandards of psychological and social aormality based on the
nuclear family and a firm division of roles between man the
master and provider and woman as a kind of exclusively domestic
creature whose Hfe was regulatet! by her reproductive role and
the caring duties it enailed.'? ko

The copstruction of the masculine clemept of what was
conceived as 4 ‘natural’ or even ‘sacramental’” family unic has
received less attention than the female role, Because men were
stili sometimes permitted an element of sexusl freedom which
was rigorously forbidden to women, changes in what was 4%
considered to be proper male behaviour have been overlooked
by feminist historians, A greater degree of self-control was
expected from Victorian men than from their forebears; although
their sparian upbringing did not exclude the notion of ‘manly

tears’ ated met might still oike the 2rm of 4 friend in the street, 5@
in general the control of remper, desire, and affection was,
recommented. At precisely the moment when the aew norms
of maleness were coming into, force, the incarmation of the
opposite of ‘manliness’ was defined in the form of homosexuality,
which for the first timme was generally designated as a crime i 55
1885, The Bomosereal was not simply considered as a sexual
pervert but was thoughit to havevarious other distinctive features
with. 'luszs written all over his face . . . pale, languid, scented,




efferninate, oblique in expression’. An ‘invert’ was all that a
sportsman was not. The legal batile between the Marquess of 6o
Queensberry, the man who had given his name to the modern
rules of boxing, and Gscar Wilde in 1894 and 1895 over the {ssue
of Wilde's homosexuz! relationship with the peer’s son, Lord
Alfred Douglas, offers an instructive sidelight on this tension
between ‘natural' and 'unnatural’ physicality. The enormous £5
publicity surrounding the trial, which juxtaposed aestheticism
with true mantiness and sportsmanship, presented the poet and

the upholder of the Queensberry rules in stark contrast. Ironically,

of course, by cloistering boys together during puberty, public

. schools in some respects encouraged not mznliness but vice, As Fo
J. A. Symonds alleged of Harrow in an unpublished zutobiography,
‘ane could not avoid seeing acts of onanism, mutual masturbation -
and the sport of naked boys in bed together'. Symonds, a
confessed homosexual, also reveated an illicit liaison between the
headmaster, Charles Vaughan, and an ex-pupil, which lcd to ‘.].5
Vaughan's resignation, '8
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“An Essay on the Principle of Population’.

{1758),

W

1

W

. only inar arithimelical ratio. A elight a

| think | may faidy make two postulata.

First, That food is necassary to the existence of man.

Secondly, That the passion between the sexes is necessary and will remain neatly in
its present state,

These two laws, eversanmwehavehadanyhmwiad@eufmanhnd, appear to have
been fixed laws of our nature, and, as we have not hitherto seen any alteration in them,
we have no right to conclude that they will ever cease to be what they naw are, without
an immediate act of power in tat Being who first arranged the system of the universe,
and for the advantage of his creatures, still executes, according fo fixed laws, all s
various operations.

[ do not know that any writer has suppossd that o this earth man will ultimately be
able. to live without food. But Mr Godwin hes conjechired that the passion between the

sexes may iy Bms be extinguished. As, however, he calls fhis part of his work a deviation’

nto the land of conjecture, | wil not dwell loriger upon it at present than 1o say that the
best argumerits for the perfectibility of man are drawn from a contemplation of the. great
mmmmmtwsmmadymademmaswagemmmmds@m
whera he is 1o siop.. But towards the extinclion of e passion between the sexes, 1o
progréss whatever has hitherto been made. it appeers 1o exist in as much force &t
preseit as it did two thousend or four thousand ysars ago. There are individual

- exceplions row 85 there always have been: But, 38 these excaptions do-not sppear 1o
- incrense inaumbser, & wauld surely be-a very unphifosophicel mode of arguing fo infer,
memiyfmntﬁaematmaianexoepﬁm that the exception would, ntime, bemmﬂw

s

ruls, and the nulethe expeption.
Assuming then my peshfiata as granted, § say, mat the power of populatio

:nmﬂfemwmmmammﬁm%mm , fﬁrman
Population, when unchecked, increases i a geormstr

- of the gt pewerin mmpamm@fmm:&
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& large porfion of mankind.

Trrough the animal and vegetable Kingtoms, nature has scattered the seeds of life
abroad with the most profuse andiiberal hand, Shah&sbemmmpareﬁv@eiyspaQO_- ,

the room and the nouriShment necessary {0 fear them. The germs of existence.cor

in this spot of edirth, with ample food, art ample room to expand in, Mﬁﬁaﬁmﬁm_l -
iy, thet imperious alt pervadingfaw -

worlds In'the course of afew Siousand years: Nec
of nature, restraing them within the prescribed bounds. Themwcfp?anismﬂﬂmmﬁw%‘
anirmlsshrmkmﬁefﬁusgmaiwstrmaiaw And the race of man cannol, by any offors
of reason, escape from it. Among plants and animals its sfidets are wasts of seed,
sickness, and premature. death. Among mernking, rmsergmdm Theformer, misery, is

an absolfely necessary consequencs of il Vice is & highty probable consequence; and

we therefore see it abundantly prevall, but it ought riot, perhaps, to b called an
absohutely necessary consaguence. The ordeat of virtus I8 to rogist ail temptation 10 evil,

This natural inequality of the two powers of population aind of production in the earth,
and that great law of our nature which must constantly keep their effects equdl, form the
great difficulty thet to me appears insufmountable in the way to the perfectibifity of
society. Al other arguments are of sight and subordinate consideration in comparisen of
this. 1 see no way by which man can escape from the weight of this law which pervades
all animated nature. No. fancied equality, no agrarian regulations in their utmost extent,
could remove the pressure of it even for a single century. And it appsars, therefore, 1o be
decisive against the possible existence of a saciety, all the members of which should ive
in ease, happiness, ard comparative leisure; and feel no gnxiety about providing the
means of subsistence for themselves and famifies.

Consequently, If the premises are just the srgument is conclusive against the

perfectibiity of the mass of mankind.,

I have thus sketched the general oulline of the argument, bt | will examing it more
particularly, and I think it will be found that experience, the true source and foundation of

&0 aif knowledge, invariably confirms its truth.

R SR
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_ Bymafwdqurmwem@mmmaﬂmmmmiﬁeafman,meeﬁectaﬁf
these two unegual powers must be keptegual.

This imiplies & sirong and constantly oplrating checkion populstion from the diffisulty of
subsistence. This difficulty must fatt semewmraandmﬂeeessambemareiﬂekbyi
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Thomas Méalthus.

mepmrtawsofEngiandtandmdepressmgmemtmﬂiﬁw}ﬁsﬂwmmmm
ways, Their firel cbvious tendency is to increase population s 4t Intreasing the food
for its suppost. A poor man may manry with lite o no prospe Biing able to support a
family in independence. They tay be said therefore in soma

¢s which they malniain, and as the provisions of the country onse of the
increagad population, be distributed to every mah in smaller propiions, it Is evident that
the labour of those who are not supportéd by parish \ purchese g smsier

quan’éty nfmvimnsﬁmnbefamaﬁmmaquemtymof’" ringst be driven to ask

- shares that wéuld ofierwise belong to more idusirous ast
thus m the swne_mmnef forces deore to becoms
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George Orwell
The Road to Wigan Pier, 1937

When you contemplate such ugliness as this, there are two questions that sirike you, First, is it
inevitable? Secondly, does it matter? I do not believe that there is anything inherently and
unavoidably ugly about industrialism, A factory or even a gasworks is not obliged of its own
nature to be ugly, any more than a palace or a dog-kennel or a cathedral. It all depends on the
architectural tradition of the period. The industrial towns of the North are ugly because they
happen to have been built at a time when modern methods of steel-construction and smoke-
abatement were unknown, and when everyone was too busy making money to think about
anything else. They go on being ugly largely because the Northemers have got used o that
kind of thing and do not notice it. Many of the people in Sheffield or Manchester, if they
smelled the air along the Comish cliffs, would probably declare that it had no taste in it. But
since the war, industry has tended to shift southward and in doing so has
grown almost comely. The typical post-war factory is not a gaunt barrack or an awful chaos
of blackness and belching chimneys; it is a glittering white structure of concrete, glass, and
steel, surrounded by green lawns and beds of tulips. Look at the factories you pass as you
travel out of Londen on the G.W.R.; they may not be aesthetic triumphs but certainly they are
not ugly in the same way as the Sheffield gasworks. But in any case, though the ugliness of'
industrialism is the most obvious thing about it and the thing every newcomer exclaims
against, I doubt whether it is centrally important. And perhaps it is not even desirable,
industrialism being what it is, that it should leamn to disguise itself as something else. As Mr
Aldous Huxley has truly remarked, a dark Satanic mill ought to look like a dark Satanic mill
and not like the temple of mystetious and splendid gods. Moreover, even in the worst of the -
industrial towns one sees a great deal that is not ugly in the narrow aesthetic sense, A belching
chimney or a stinking slum is repulsive chiefly because it implies warped lives and ziling
children. Look at it from a purely aesthetic standpoint and it may, have a certain macabre
appeal. I find that anything outrageously strange generally ends by fascinating me even when
I abominate it. The landscapes of Burma, which, when I was among them, so appalled me as

‘to assume the qualities of nightmare, afterwards stayed so hauntingly in my mind that I was

obliged to write a novel about them to get rid of them. (In all novels sbout the East the
scenery is the real subject-matter.) It would probably be quite easy to extract a sort of beauty,
as Amold Bennett did, from the blackness of the industrial towns; one can easily imagine
Baudelaire, for instance, writing a poem about a slag-heap. But the beauty or ugliness of
industrialism hardly matters. Its real evil lies far deeper and is quite uneradicable. It is
important to remember this, because there is always a temptation to think that industrialism is
harmless so long as it is clean and orderly. ,

But when you go to the industrial North you are conscious, quite apart from the
unfamiliar scenery, of entering a strange country. This is partly because of certain real
differences which do exist, but still more because of the North-South antithesis which has
been rubbed into us for such a long time past. There exists in England & curious cult of
Northemness, sort of Northern snobbishness. A Yorkshireman in the South will always take
care to let you know that he regards you as an inferior. If you ask him why, he will explain
that it is only in the North that life is ‘real’ life, that the industrial work dome in the North is
the only ‘real’ work, that the North is inhabited by ‘real® people, the South merely by rentiers
and their parasites. The Northemer has ‘grit’, he is grim, ‘dour’, plucky, warmn-hearted, and
democratic; the Southerner is snobbish, effeminate, and lazy — that at any rate is the theory.
Hence the Southerner goes north, at any rate for the first time, with the vague inferiority-
complex of a civilized man venturing among savages, while the Yorkshireman, like the
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Scotchman, comes to London in the spirit of a barbarian out for loot. And feelings of
this kind, which are the result of tradition, are not affected by visible facts. Just as an
Englishman five feet four inches high and twenty-nine inches round the chest feels that as an
Englishman he is the physical superior of Camera (Camera being a Dago), so also with the
Northerner and the Southemer. I remember a weedy little Yorkshireman, who would almost
certainly have run away if a fox-terrier had snapped at him, telling me that in the South of

‘England he felt ‘like a wild invader’, But the cult is often adopted by people who are not by

birth Northerners themselves. A year or two ago a friend of mine, brought up in the South but
now living in the North, was driving me through Suffolk in a car. We passed through a rather
beautiful village. He glanced disapprovingly at the cottages and said:

‘Of course most of the villagés in Yorkshire are hideous; but the Yorkshiremen are
splendid chaps. Down here it's just the other way about — beautiful villages and rotten
people. All the people in those cottages there are worthless, absolutely worthless.’

I could not help inquiring whether he happened to know anybody in that
village. No, he did not know them; but because this was East Anglia they were obviously
worthless, Another friend of mine, again a Southerner by birth, loses no opportunity of
praising the North to the detriment of the South. Here is an extract from one of his letters to
me:

‘T'am in Clitheroe, Lanes. ... I think running water is much more attractive in moor and
mountain country than in the fat and sluggish South. “The smug and silver Trent™

Shakespeare says; and the South-er the smugger, I say.’

Here you have an interesting example of the Northern cult, Not only are you and I and
everyone else in the South of England written off as “fat and sluggish’, but even water when it
gets north of a certain latitude, ceases to be H20 and becomes something mystically superior,
But the interest of this passage is that its writer is an extremely intelligent man of ‘advanced’
opinions who would have nothing  but contempt for nationalism
in its ordinary form. Put to him some such proposition as ‘One Britisher is worth threa
foreigners’, and he would repudiate it with horror. But when it is & question of North versus
South, he is quite ready to generalize. All nationalistic distinctions — all claims to be better
than somebody else because you have a different-shaped skull or speek a different dialect —
are entirely spurious, but they are important so long as people believe in them. There is no
doubt about the Englishman’s inbred conviction that those who live to the south of him are his
inferiors; even our foreign policy is governed by it to some extent.
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‘The close of the reips and the end of the contury saw the go- ‘ o
e e called* feudal’ society of thecountryside stiltin being, but under ' T T
changing conditions Indicative of the advance of demberscy . {
ever in rural England, and the penstration of village life by ;
% forces and jdean from the cities, In the penetation,
mmmamwmmdmm
upon the rural parts became 2 flood, twrning all England into s
subuerh, But when Victoria died (1g0r) the process ud not gane
0 far; country roads and Janss were still country roads snd P
o mmﬁmwu&mnmmdammm P
ceamm which. the invading bicyclist could enjoy without
. The camyiwum’ greatandama&l.ﬂiﬂﬂmﬂw
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. of the new centry, the old villsge life was being tesnsférmed
-ntd something half subuchan by uewspepers; idess, visitors,
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o democratic oty aind the “Feudal’ countyyside, which hud
35 charasterized Teollope’s Enulandd i the middic of Victoris’s
reign, was fesw tiaacied in the fast derades of the continy, Asthe
seault of the Bduvation Act of x8%0 the spricultnrat labourér of
the next genewtion md his women-folk vould aff read and
write. Unfortanately, this power way oot diretted-to foster in

o themean intellipeat and ving interest in conntry life. The new
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produding not passants but clerks, Before Victoria died, the
Dty Matl was being road on the village ale-bench and undes
the thatch of the costage. The distinctive rural mentality was

1,S  soffering whanivation, and loral traditions were yielding to

In the realin of politics also, town and country were becom-

ing ssimiinted. In 1884 the agricultural working man recelved

the parliamentary vote, which had been denied to him in 1864

57n  when his brother of the town was enfranchised, Protected by
the batlot, the agricolturad Iibourer could vote as he wished,
regardiess of farroer and hadiord, Proof of this was given in
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William HAZLITT (17738-1830)
Table Talk (1821)
« I. 8 On the ignorance of the learned »

The description of persons who have the fewest ideas of ull athers are mere authars
and readers. it is better to be able neither to yead nor write than to be able to do
pothing clse. A lounger whe is ordinarily seen with a baok in his haufl, is (we may
be almiost sure) equally wichout the power or inclination 1o atrend -tnrher i wha}t

passes around bim, or in his own mind. Such / a one may be said o carry his &
understanding about with him in his pocket, or o Jeave it at home on his brary
shelves, He is afraid of veaturing on atry train of reasoning, or of steiking out any
observation that is not mechanically suggested to him by pussing his eyes over
certin degible characters; shrinks from the fatigue of thought, whir.:l}. for wang nf
practice, becomes insupportable to him; and sits down contented with :u? ‘endless
wearisone saccession of words and half-formed images, which Gl the void of th.c
mind, and continually efface one another. Learning is, in too many cases, buta foil
to commen sense; 2 substitute for wwue knowledge. Books are less oftenn made use
of as ‘specracles™ 1o Jook at nature with, than as Blinds w keep out its srong light
and shifting scenery from weak eyes and indolent dispositions. The buok-—\.:r_oml 15

 wraps himself up in his web of verbal generalities, and sees only the glimmering
shadows of things reflected from che minds of others. Nature puts him out. The
smpressions of real objects, stripped of the disguises of words and voluininous
round-about descriptions, are blows that staggex him; their variety distracts, their
rapidicy exhansts him; and he cums fom the busde, the noise, and glare, and  Jo
whiring motion of tie world about him; / {which he has not an eye o follow in
its fanrastic changes, nor an understanding to reduce to fixed principles,) to the
quict monotony of the dead languages, and the less startling and more intelligible
combinations of the letters of the alphabe. Itis well, it is perfectly well. ‘Leave me
1o mry repose,”? is the motto of the sleeping and the dead. You might as welk ask the 25
“paralytic to leap from his chair and throw away his erurch, or, without a miracle,
10 "take up his bed and walk,™ a5 expect the learned reader to throw dawn his book
and chink for himself, He clings to it for his intellectual port; and his dread of being
Joit to himself i like the horror of a-vacuum. He can only breathe a learned
aunosphere, as other men breathe cormmon air. He is 2 borvower of ideas. Hehas 2o
po ideas of his own, and must live on those of other people. The habit of supplying
aur ideas from foreign sources ‘enfeebles all internal strengeh of thought™® as a
course of dram-drinking destroys the tone of the stomach, The faculdes of the
mind, when not exerted, or when cramped by custom and anthority, become
lsrless, torpid, and undit for the purposes of thoughe or acton. Can we wonderat 35
the langpor and lasitude which is thus produced by 2 life of learned sloth and /
ignorance; by poring over lines and syllables that excite little more idea or interest
than if they were the chamcrers of zn unknown tongue, tll the eye closes on
vacancy, and the book drops fram the feeble hand! 1 would rather be a wood-
cutter, or the meanest hind, that all day ‘sweats in the eye of Phazbus, and 2t night Lo
steeps in Elysiuin,"' than wear out my life so, "twixt dreaming and awake, The
learned author differs from the learned student in this, that the one transeribes what
the other reads. The learned are mere literary drudges. If you set them upon
original composition thejr heads turn, they don't know where they are. The
indefatigable readers of books are like the everlasting copiers of pictures, who, 5
“when they attempt to do any thing of their own, find they want an cye quick
“enaygh, 2 hand steady enough, and colours bright enough to trace the living forms
_of naware. G-y T

=

Learning is the knowledge ‘of that which is not generally know to others, and
which we can only derive at second-hand from books or other astificial sources. The Ho
knowledge of that which is before us, or about us, which appeals to our experidnce,
passions, and pursuizs, to the bosoms and businesses of men, is not learning, Learning
is the knowledge of that which none but the learned know. He is the most learned




man who knows the most of what is farthest removed from common life and actual
observation, that is of the least practical utility, and least liable to be brought tothe  § 6
rest of experience, and that, having been handed down through the greatest number

of intermediate stages, is the most full of uncertainty, difficulties, and contradictions.

It is seeing with the eyes of others, hearing with their ears, and pinning our faith on

their understandings. The leamed / man prides himselfin the knowledge of names,

and dates, not of men or things. He thinks and cares nothing sbout his next-doox 0
neighbours, but he is deeply read in the tribes and casts of the Hindoos and Calmuc
Tartars. He can hardly find his way into the next street, though he is acquainted with

the exact dimensions of Constantinople and Pekin. He does not know whether his
oldest acquaintance is a knave or a fool, but he can pronounce 2 pompous lecture

on ali the principal characters in history. He cannot tell whether an objectis black 4%
or whire, round or square, and yet he is a professed master of the laws of optics and

the rules of perspective. He knows as much of what he-raltks about, as a blind man

does of colours. He cannot give a satisfactory answer to the plainest question, noris

he ever in the right in any one of his opinions, upon any one matter of fact that really
comtes before him, and yet he gives himself out for an infallible judge on all those %o
points, of which it is impossible that he or any other person living should know any

thing but by conjecture. He is expert in all the dead and in most of the living
languages; but hg'can neigh€r speak hiyown fluently, nor write it corse

of this class, the § d Gr r of his day, undertook to point / out several
solecisms in Milton's Latin style;” and in his own performance there is hardly a 5
sentence of common English. Such was Dr Burney. Such is Dr Parr. Such was not
Porson. He was an exception that confinmed the general rule, — 2 man that, by
uniting talents and knowledge with learning, made the distinction between thens
more striking and palpable. ' e
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Samuel Smiles, Self-Help, London, 1859,

"Heaven helps those who help themselves® is 2 well-tried maxim, embodying in a small
compass the results of vast human experfence. The spirit of self-help is the root of all genuine
growth in the individual; and, exhibited in the lives of many, it constitutes the true source of
national vigour and strength. Help from without is often enfeebling in its effects, but help
from within invariably invigorates. Whatever is done for men or classes, to a certain extent
takes away the stimulus and necessity of doing for themselves; and where men are subjected
to over-guidance and over- government, the inevitable tendency is to render them
comparatively helpless. : '

Even the best institutions can give a man no active help. Perhaps the most they can do is, to
leave him free to develop himself and improve his individual condition. But in al! times men
have been prone to believe that their happiness and well-being were to be secured by means
of institutions rather than by their own conduct, Hence the value of legislation as an agent in

. human advancement has usually been much over-estimated. To constitute the miltionth part

of a Legislature, by voting for one or two men once in three or five years, however
conscienfiously this duty may be performed, can exercise but little active influence upon any
man's life and character. Moreover, it is every day becoming more clearly understood, that
the fimction of Government is negative and restrictive, rather than positive and active; being
resolvable principally into protection--protection of life, fiberty, and property. Laws, wisely
administered, will secure men in the enjoyment of the fruits of their labour, whether of mind
or body, at a comparatively small personal sacrifice; but no laws, however stringent, can
muke the idle industrions, the thrifless provident, or the drunken sober. Such reforms can

+ only be effécted by means of individual action, economy, and self-denial; by better habits,

rather than by greater rights. .

The Government of & nation itself is usually found to be but the reflex of the individuals
composing it. The Government that is-ahead'of the people will inevitably be dragged down to
their level, as the Government that is behind them will in the long nn be dragged up. In the
order of nature, the collective character of a nation will as surely find its befitting results in its
law and government, as water finds its own level. The noble people will be nobly raied, and
the ignorant and corrupt ignobly. Indeed all experience serves to prove that the worth and
strength of a2 State depend far less upon the form of its institutions than upon the character of
its men. For the nation is only an aggregate of individual conditions, and civilization itself is
but a question of the personal improvement of the men, women, and children of whom society
is composed, .

National progress is the sum of individual industry, energy, and uprightness, as national decay
is of individual idleness, selfishness, and vice. What we are accustomed fo decry as great
social evils, will, for the most part, be found to be but the outgrowth of man's own perverted
life; and though we may endeavour to cut them down and extirpate them by means of Law,
they will only spring up again with fresh luxuriance in some other form, unless the conditions
of personal life and character are radically improved. If this view be correct, then it follows
that the highest patriotism and philanthropy consist, not so much in altering laws and
modifying institutions, as in helping and stimulating men to elevate and improve themselves
by their own free and independent individual action.

It may be of comparatively little consequence how a man is govemed from without, whilst
everything depends upon how he governs hirnself from within. The greatest slave is not he
who is ruled by a despot, great though that evil be, but he who is the thrall of his own moral
ignorance, selfishness, and vice. Nations who are thus enslaved at heart cannot be freed by
any mete changes of masters or of institutions; and so long as the fatal delusion prevails, that
liberty solely depends upon and consists in government, so long will such changes, no matter

at what cost they may be effected, have as little practical and Jasting result as the shifting of
the figures in a phanfasmagoria. The solid foundations of liberty must rest upon individual
character; which is also the only sure guarantee for social securify and mational progress.
John Stuart Mill truly observes that "even despotism does not produce its worst effects so
long as individuality exists under it; and whatever crushes individuality IS despotism, by
whatever name it be called.”




Catharine Macaulay.
Letters on Education. (1790).

The great difference that is observable in the characters of the sexes, Hortensia, as they
display themselves in the scenes of social life, has given rise to much false speculation

on the natural qualities of the female mind. For though the doctrine of innate ideas, and
innate affections, are in a great measure exploded by the learned, yet, few persons rea-
son 30 closely and so accurately on abstract subjects as, through a long chain of deduc- §~
tions, to bring forth 2 conclusion which in no respect militates with their premises,

It is 2 long time before the crowd give up opinion they have been taught to look upon
with respect; and | know many persons who will follow you willingly through the
course of your argument, till they perceive it tends to the overthrow of some fond prej-
udice; and then they will either sound a retreat, or begin a contest in which the con- {0
tender for truth, though he cannot be overcome, is effectually silenced, from the mere
weariness of answering positive assertions, reiterated without end. It is from such caus-
es that the notion of a sexual difference in the human character has, with a very few
exceptions, universally prevailed from the earliest times, and the pride of one sex, and
the ignarance and vanity of the other, have helped to support an opinion which a close 17
observation of Nature, and a more accurate way of reasoning, would disprove.

It must be confessed, that the virtues of the males among the human species, though
mixed and blended with 2 variety of vices and errors, have displayed a bolder and 2
more consistent picture of excellence than female nature has hitherto done. It is on
these reasons that, when we compliment the appearance of a more than ordinary ener- 20
gy in the female mind, we call it masculine; and hence it is, that Pope has elegantly said
4 perfect woman'’s but @ softer man. And if’ we take in the consideration, that there can be
but ane rule of moral excellence for beings made of the same materials, organized after

.. the same manner, and*stibjected to similar laws of Nature, we must either agree with
Mr {Alexander] Pope [1688—1744), or we must reverse the proposition, and say, thata <
petfect man i a woman formed after a coarser mold. The difference that actually does subsist
between the sexes, is too flattering for men to be willingly imputed to accident; for
what accident occasions, wisdom might correct; and it is better, says Pride, to give up
the advantages we might derive from the perfection of our fellow associates, than to
own that Nature has been just in the equal distribution of her favonrs. These are the sen- 30
timents of the men; but mark how readily they are yielded to by the women; not from
humility | assure you, but merely to preserve with character those fond vanities on
which they set their hearts. No; sulfer them to idolize their persons, to throw away their




life in the pursuit of trifles, and to indulge in the gratification of the meaner passions,
and they will heartily join in the sentence of their degradation. ¥

Among the most strenuous asserters of a sexual difference in character, Rousseau is
the most conspicuous, both on account of that warmth of sentiment which distinguish-
es all his writings, and the efoquence of his compositions: but never did enthusiasm and
the love of paradox, those enemies to philosophical disquisition, appear in more strong
opposition to plain sense than in Rousseau's definition of this difference. He scts out by
with a supposition, that Nature intended the subjection of the one sex to the other; that
consequently there must be an inferiority of intellect in the subjected party; but as man
is a very imperfect being, and apt to play the capricious tyrant, Nature, to bring things
nearer to an equality, bestowed on the woman such attractive graces, and such an insin-
uating address, as to turn the balance on the other scale. Thus Nature, in a giddy mood, Wr
recedes from her purposes, and subjects prerogative to an influence which must pro-
duce confusion and disorder in the system of human affairs, Rousseau saw this objec-
tion; and in order to obviate it, he has made up a moral person of the union of the two
sexes, which, for contradiction and absurdity, outdoes every metaphysical riddle that
was ever formed in the schools. In short, it is not reason, it is not wit; it is pride and S
sensuality that speak in Rousseau, and, in this instance, has lowered the man of genius
to the licentious pedant.

But whatever might be the wise purpose-intended by Providence in such a dispasi-
tion of things, certain it is, that some degree of inferiority, in point of corporal strength,
seems always to have existed between the two sexcs; and this advantage, in the bar- {7
barous ages of mankind, was abused to such a degree, as to destroy all the natural rights
of the female species, and reduce them to a state of abject slavery. What accidents have
contributed in Europe to better their condition, would not be to my purpese to relate;
for 1 do not intend to give you 2 history of women; | mean only to trace the sources of
their peculiar foibles and vices; and these | firmly believe to originate in situation and 60
education only: for so little did a wise and just Providence intend to make the condition
of slavery an unalterable law of female nature, that in the same proportion as the male
sex have consulted the interest of their own happiness, they have relaxed in their tyran.
ny over women; and such is their use in the system of mundane creation, and such their
natural influence over the male mind, that were these advantages properly exerted, they £5~
might carry every point of any importance to their honour and happiness. However, till
that period arrives in which women will act wisely, we will amuse ourselves in talking
of their follies.




Edmund BURKE, Reflections on the Revolution in France, 1790

1 The very kiea of the fabrication of a new govemment Is enough to fil} us with dlegust and
horor. We wished at the perlod of the Revolution, and do now wish, 1o detve all we
possess A an inharitance from our forefathars, Upon thet body and smmm inhgritance
‘we have taken care not fe inoculate any sclan alizn to the nature of the original plant, Al

$ the reformations we have hitheric mads have prosseded upon the princlple of reverence
t6 antiguily; snd | hopa, nay 1 8m petsuaded, thet all thdse which possibly may be made
hereaftar, vill bis carafilly formed upon eralogica! presedent, authorty, and evample.

Qur okdagt reformiation te that of Magna Charte. You wil see that 8ir Edward Coke, that
‘great oracke of our faw, and indead-sll the great men who follow Kim, to Blamm, ang.
- [ndustricus to prove the pedigree of our libarties. They endeaveir o frove; that the
ancignt charber, fie Meagna Charta of King John, was:connected with ansther positive
chartar fam Hanry |, sind that both the one and the other were rigthing e than @ fe
-afiimance af the siill mare andlent standing law of 1t Kiagdom, In‘the. maiter of fack, for
the’ greater part: thise authors. ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ!’ 1 be'in the right; parbwipe st ahe '_‘4. ﬂm Bﬁfm_
15 [avere rlstaks in some parfoulars, mm&myms ,msﬁlﬁ the mone sty .
iwemm,.‘ rates e powerful preposasssion fawaide antiqully, with’ wihilgh - m;a minds amll
-euir tawyers.and legisialo, nmwsﬁmmammmml fisnoe; have bien.
ah'waw:fﬁﬁsﬁ and:the stationany polity of this kingdory in considering thelt, most saced
ﬁammmmmmmmﬁmﬂm e |
20 I the famius faw of the 3rd of Gharles 1., catied the Feliion of Right, te. pai e
40 the king, “Vour subjacts have. :Iﬁfwﬁm his ragdom,” elaining thek nﬁim
abstract prindiples “as the righte of men,” bus as fhe. rights: of En ; a

patrirory derived fram thelr forefathers. Selden, snd the other ik 7
who - drew this. Petiiion of Right, wers: as woll aogualintsd, af Taagt, wiﬂw&ﬁm genaTal
15 thedries congerming the 'ghis of men," as: Bny of the dissolrsers in-our pulpis, orion v
- tribursey faﬂaﬂ@iaﬁ Dr. Prics, or as the Abbé Sioyés, But, for reasons wﬁﬁymm:
prmm wisdom which-superseded ‘their fheoaretic stisnce, they préfamed tis.p
recerdid, herediiary e o dll which can be dear:to the man and the cilizsn, to St vigus:
-specutative right, which: mmmd their sure inharitancs 10 be saambled for and t@m o
o pletss by every wiki, tigioue sping,
The:game policy pervades all the lgws which have since besn made for the presérvation of
our ierties. in the 1atof Willam and Mary, i the famous statate, oalled the Dat m of
Right; the two houses ulter not a wlﬁﬂh&& of " right to frame & government for
themselves.” You will see, that thelr whele care. was to ssowre the refigien, laws, and
¥ lbertive, that had been long possessed, and had been lately endangered, “Talﬁng into
their miost estious consideration the best means for making such an esmhl;shmmt fhat
thair rellgion, laws, and ﬁhﬁﬂim milght not be In danger of balng again subvertad.” they
suspicate all their proceedings, by stating as some of those bast means, “iii-fre firet place’
to-do “as their ancestors in Jke cases have usually done for vindleating thelr enclent rights
wo g libaries, to deciare;"—and then thay pray the king and quesn, “thak it may ba doslared
and enected, that afl and singular the rights and liberties asserted and declared, ane the
e ainclent and indubliabibe ﬂghts and liberlles of the paople of this. kingdam.”
You wilt observe, that from. Magna Chiarta to the Declaration of Right, it has been the
unffarm policy of cur constitulion fo claim and assert ocur Wberles, 85 an antaled

% inheritance derived to us from our forefathers, and to be irammtmﬂ By g r posterity; as.an
estale spacially belonging fo the geapdﬂ of this Kingdom, without any mmm wikigtevar b




¥

any other mone ganeral or prior right. By this means our constitution preserves & unity in
o reat & diversity of its parts. We have an inheritable crown; an inhertable peerage; and
& House of Commons and e peopls inheriting privileges, franchises, end benles, from a
g0 tong Ene of anoestors,
This poliey appears to me to be the result of profound reflection; o rather the happy effet
of foliowing nature, which ls wisdom without reflection, end above it A spitt of Innovation
Is generally the result of 2 selfish temper, and confinad views. People will not ook farward
1o pogtarity, who never look backward to thelr ancestors. Besides, the pecple of Engliand
& well know, that the Itea of inheritance fumishes a sure principle of conservation, and &
slre principis of transmissior; without at all excluding & prinsipls of improverient, it leaves
acquisition free; but it secures what it acquires, Whatever advantajes aré obtgined by &
siats procesding on these maxims, are locked fast ag in & sort of famlly setferment;
graspadt &s It u kind of morimaln for ever. By & eonstitutionsl policy, warking after the
% patiern of nature, we recelve, we hold, we fransmit our govemmant and our priviieges, in
the same manner in which we enjoy and franemit. our properly and our fives, The
insfituticis of policy, the goods of forturse, the gits of providence, are handed:down to us,
- #nd from us, In the same ocowse and order Our political eysiem la placed In 8 just
conmespondance and symrmelry with the order of the warld,: ard with the moda of existence
# decresd lo- & permanent: body-composed of tranaliory parls; whersin, by the dispasliion of
~ & stupendous wisdam, moulding tgather the great miystarious incorporalion:of he Funr
fack, thewhiols, at ane time, is never old; or middie-aged, or.young, but, in a sondition of
unchangeable constancy, moves an through-the varied: tenor of pergetusl dechy, fall,
; on, and progression. Thus, by preesivitig:the method of nafure In the condisct of -~
- tie stale, In what wa Improve, wa are nevar wholly new: in what we retain; we are nisver
-Wholly-gbspiste. By adharing in tis manner.and on those: principles to our forefe ‘
Ao gukded o by the supersition of anlguarians, bt by the spirk of phl
In this sholte of inheritancs we.hav given to-our frame-of Bolify the image

blaod; binding up-the constiftion of our couniry with-cur dearest domestie Yesy adopling:
qur family affections; kesping. inseparable, and

e

W our fundamental taws. Intp the bosom-of by affacl
cherishing with the warmth of ali their comblned-and mutually reflecled oh &
ourhearths, Gur sepuiches, and cur allsrs, = T

- Fhrough the:same. plan-of & conformity to rature in.our. artifidal institutions; and by aling.

_In the:mid of -her: unering. and powsful instinets, fo forily. the falllble and -feekils

w contrivances of our reason, we Have derved several othier, end thise: no- el behals,
~ fromc-considering our Iberties i the light. of .an Whsrdtance. Always acling as if inthe.
prassnos of canonized forefathers, the spint of freadom, leading In teelf o misrule and
excass, is tempered with an ewhil gravity. This idea-of a libaral descent inspires us With &
sense of habiual native dignlly, which prevents that upefant ingoleiee almost insvitatily

-4 adhering % and-disgracing those whe ate the first acquirers of any distinction. By this.
| AR MM a- w | m suv ; ,Q’ mw 25 ,_-.?af.r - LA M.}E i-; Fisg _';:s{ ' .w .
has & pedigree-and flustreting ancestors, It has s bearings and #s ensigne armofal. &t
has e gallery of portralts; its monumentat inscriptions; ite racords, evidénces, and fties.
W procure reverance fo cur civil institutions on the principle upon which naiure teachas

a# us to revere. individual men; on account of thelr age, and on acoount of thase from whom

they are descended. All your sophisters cannct produce arything betar edapted to
praserve & rational and manly fréedoim than the course that we have pursuiad, who have
‘chiogen our nature rather than our epeculations, our breasts rather thas our Inventions; for
the great conservatories and magazines of our rights end priviieges,




Now we arrive near the great woods, near the last inhabited districts; there men seem to be
placed still farther beyond the reach of government, which in some measure leaves them to
themselves. How can it pervade every corner; as they were driven there by misfortunes,
necessity of beginnings, desire of acquiring large tracks of land, idleness, frequent want of
economy, ancient debts; the re-union of such people does not afford a very pleasing spectacle.
When discord, want of unity and friendship; when either drunkenness or idleness prevail in
such remote districts; contention, inactivity, and wretchedness must ensue. There are not the
same remedies to these evils as in a long established community. The few magistrates they
have, are in general little better than the rest; they are often in a perfect state of war; that of
man against man, sometimes decided by blows, sometimes by means of the law; that of man
against every wild inhabitant of these venerable woods, of which they are come to dispossess
them. There men appear to be no better than carnivorous animals of a superior rank, living on
the flesh of wild animals when they can catch them, and when they are not able, they subsist
on grain. He who wish to see America in its proper light, and have a true idea of its feeble
beginnings barbarous rudiments, must visit our ex tended line of frontiers where the last
settlers dwell, and where he may see the first labours of the mode of clearing the earth, in
their different appearances; where men are wholly left dependent on their native tempers, and
on the spur of uncertain industry, which often fails when not sanctified by the efficacy of a
few moral rules. There, remote from the power of example, and check of shame, many
families exhibit the most hideous parts of our society. They are a kind of forlorn hope,
preceding by ten or {welve years the most respectable army of veterans which come after
them. In that space, prosperity will polish some, vice and the law will drive off the rest, who
uniting again with others like themselves will recede still farther; making room for more
mdustrious people, who will finish their improvements, convert the loghouse into a
convenient habitation, and rejoicing that the first heavy labours are finished, will change in a
few years that hitherto barbarous country into a fine fertile, well regulated district. Such is our
progress, such is the march of the Europeans toward the interior parts of this continent. In all
societies there are off-casts; this impure part serves as our precursors or pioneers; my father
himself was one of that class, but he came upon honest principles, and was therefore one of
the few who held fast; by good conduct and temperance, he transmitted to me his fair
inheritance, when not above one in fourteen of his contemporaries had the same good fortune.

Forty years ago this smiling country was thus inhabited; it is now purged, a general decency
of manners prevails throughout, and such has been the fate of our best countries. Exclusive of
those general characteristics, each province has its own, founded on the government, climate,
mode of husbandry, customs, and peculiarity of circumstances. Europeans submit insensibly
to these great powers, and become, in the course of a few generations, not only Americans in
general, but either Pennsylvanians, Virginians, or provincials under some other name.
Whoever traverses the continent must easily observe those strong differences, which will
grow more evident in time. The inhabitants of Canada, Massachusetts, the middle provinces,
the southern ones will be as different as their climates; their only points of unity will be those
of religion and language. As I have endeavoured to shew you how Europeans become
Americans; it may not be disagreeable to shew you likewise how the various Christian sects
introduced, wear out, and how religious indifference becomes prevalent. When any
considerable number of a particular sect happen to dwell contiguous to each other, they
immediately erect a temple, and there worship the Divinity agreeably to their own peculiar
ideas. Nobody disturbs them. If any new sect springs up in Europe, it may happen that many
of its professors will come and settle in America. As they bring their zeal with them, they are
at liberty to make proselytes if they can, and to build a meeting and to follow the dictates of
their consciences; for neither the government nor any other power interferes. If they are




peaceable subjects, and are industrious, what is it o their neighbours how and in what manner
they think fit to address their prayers to the Supreme Being? But if the sectaries are not settled
close together, if they are mixed with other denominations, their zeal will cool for want of
fuel, and will be extinguished in a little time. Then the Americans become as to religion, what
they are as to country, allied to all. In them the name of Englishman, Frenchman, and
European is lost, and in like manner, the strict modes of Christianity as practised in Europe
are lost also. This effect will extend itself still farther hereafter, and though this may appear to
you as a strange idea, yet it is a very true one. [ shall be able perhaps hereafter to explain
myself better, in the meanwhile, let the following example serve as my first justification, Let
us suppose you and I to be travelling; we observe that in this house, to the right, lives a
Catholic, who prays to God as he has been taught, and believes in transubstantion; he works
and raises wheat, he has a large family of children, all hale and robust; his belief, his prayers
offend nobody. About one mile farther on the same road, his next neighbour may be a good
honest plodding German Lutheran, who addresses himself to the same God, the God of all,
agreeably to the modes he has been educated in, and believes in consubstantiation; by so
doing he scandalizes nobody; he also works in his fields, embellishes the earth, clears
swamps, &c. What has the world to do with his Lutheran principles? He persecutes nobody,
and nobody persecutes him, he visits his neighbours, and his neighbours visit him. Next to
him lives a seceder, the most enthusiastic of all sectaries; his zeal is hot and fiery, but
separated as he is from others of the same complexion, he has no congregation of his own to
resort to, where he might cabal and mingle religious pride with worldly obstinacy. He
likewise raises good crops, his house is handsomely painted, his orchard is one of the fairest
in the neighbourhood. How does it concern the welfare of the country, or of the province at
large, what this man's religious sentiments are, or really whether he has at all? He is a good
farmer, he is a sober, peaceable, good citizen: William Penn himself would not wish for more.
This is the visible character, the invisible one is only guessed at, and is nobody's business.
Next again lives a Low Dutchman, who implicitly believes the rules laid down by the synod
of Dort. He conceives no other idea of a clergyman than that of an hired man; if he does his
work well he will pay him the stipulated sum; if not he will dismiss him, and do without his
sermons, and let his church be shut up for years. But notwithstanding this coarse idea, you
will find his house and farm to be the neatest in all the country; and you will judge by his
waggon and fat horses, that he thinks more of the affairs of this world than of those of the
next. He is sober and laborious, therefore he is all he ought to be as to the affairs of this life;
as for those of the next, he must trust to the great Creator. Each of these people instruct their
children as well as they can, but these instructions are feeble compared to those which are
given to the youth of the poorest class in Europe. Their children will therefore grow up less
zealous and more indifferent in matters of religion than their parents. The foolish vanity, or
rather the fury of making Proselytes, is unknown here; they have no time. The seasons call for
all their attention, and thus in a few years, this mixed neighbourhood will exhibit a strange
religious medley, that will be neither pure Catholicism nor pure Calvinism.

Sir John Hector de Crévecoeur, Letters fiom an American Farmer, 1786.




My fellow Americans:

Three days from now, after half a century in the service of our country, I shall lay down the
responsibilities of office as, in traditional and solemn ceremony, the authority of the
Presidency is vested in my successor. This evening I come to you with a message of leave-
taking and farewell, and to share a few final thoughts with you, my countrymen. Like every
other citizen, I wish the new President, and all who will labor with him, Godspeed. I pray that
the coming years will be blessed with peace and prosperity for all. Our people expect their
President and the Congress to find essential agreement on issues of great moment, the wise
resolution of which will better shape the future of the Nation. My own relations with the
Congress, which began on a remote and tenuous basis when, long ago, a member of the
Senate appointed me to West Point, have since ranged to the intimate during the war and
immmediate post-war period, and, finally, to the mutually interdependent during these past
eight years. In this final relationship, the Congress and the Administration have, on most vital
issues, cooperated well, to serve the national good rather than mere partisanship, and so have
assured that the business of the Nation should go forward. So, my official relationship with
the Congress ends in a feeling, on my part, of gratitude that we have been able to do so much
together.

We now stand ten years past the midpoint of a century that has witnessed four major wars
among great nations. Three of these involved our own country. Despite these holocausts
America is today the strongest, the most influential and most productive nation in the world.
Understandably proud of this pre-eminence, we yet realize that America's leadership and
prestige depend, not merely upon our unmatched material progress, riches and military
strength, but on how we use our power in the interests of world peace and human betterment.

Throughout America's adventure in free government, our basic purposes have been to keep
the peace; to foster progress in human achievement, and to enhance liberty, dignity and
integrity among people and among nations. To strive for less would be unworthy of a free and
religious people. Any failure traceable to arrogance, or our lack of comprehension or
readiness to sacrifice would inflict upon us grievous hurt both at home and abroad.

Progress toward these noble goals is persistently threatened by the conflict now engulfing the
world. It commands our whole attention, absorbs our very beings. We face a hostile ideology
-- global in scope, atheistic in character, ruthless in purpose, and insidious in method.
Unhappily the danger is poses promises to be of indefinite duration. To meet it successfully,
there is called for, not so much the emotional and transitory sacrifices of crisis, but rather
those which enable us to carry forward steadily, surely, and without complaint the burdens of
a prolonged and complex struggle -- with liberty the stake. Only thus shall we remain, despite
every provocation, on our charted course toward permanent peace and human betterment.

Crises there will continue to be. In meeting them, whether foreign or domestic, great or small,
there is a recurring temptation to feel that some spectacular and costly action could become
the miraculous solution to all current difficulties. A huge increase in newer elements of our
defense; development of unrealistic programs to cure every ill in agriculture, a dramatic
expansion in basic and applied research -- these and many other possibilities, cach possibly
promising in itself, may be suggested as the only way to the road we wish to travel.




The record of many decades stands as proof that our people and their government have, in the
main, understood these truths and have responded to them well, in the face of stress and
threat. But threats, new in kind or degree, constantly arise. I mention two only.

A vital element in keeping the peace is our military establishment. Qur arms must be mighty,
ready for instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to risk his own
destruction. Our military organization today bears little relation to that known by any of my
predecessors in peacetime, or indeed by the fighting men of World War II or Korea.

Until the latest of our world contlicts, the United States had no armaments industry. American
makers of plowshares could, with time and as required, make swords as well. But now we can
no longer risk emergency improvisation of national defense; we have been compelled to
create a permanent armaments industry of vast proportions. Added to this, three and a half
million men and women are directly engaged in the defense establishment. We annually
spend on military security more than the net income of all United States corporations.

This conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms industry is new in the
American experience. The total influence -- economic, political, even spiritual -- is felt in
every city, every State house, every office of the Federal government. We recognize the
imperative need for this development. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its grave
implications. Our toil, resources and livelihood are all involved; so is the very structure of our
society.

In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted

influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military industrial complex. The potential for
the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist.

Dwight D. Eisenhower, Public Papers of the Presidents 1960.




I want to talk for a few minutes with the people of the United States about banking—with the
comparatively few who understand the mechanics of banking but more particularly with the
overwhelming majority who use banks for the making of deposits and the drawing of checks.
I want to tell you what has been done in the last few days, why it was done, and what the next
steps are going to be. I recognize that the many proclamations from State Capitols and from
Washington, the legislation, the Treasury regulations, etc., couched for the most part in
banking and legal terms should be explained for the benefit of the average citizen. I owe this
in particular because of the fortitude and good temper with which everybody has accepted the
inconvenience and hardships of the banking holiday. { know that when you understand what
we in Washington have been about 1 shall continue to have your cooperation as fully as I have
had your sympathy and help during the past week.

First of all let me state the simple fact that when you deposit money in a bank the bank does
not put the money into a safe deposit vault. It invests your money in many different forms of
credit-bonds, commercial paper, mortgages and many other kinds of loans. In other words, the
bank puts your money to work to keep the wheels of industry and of agriculture turning
around. A comparatively small part of the money you put into the bank is kept in currency—
an amount which in normal times is wholly sufficient to cover the cash needs of the average
citizen. In other words the total amount of all the currency in the country is only a small
fraction of the total deposits in all of the banks,

What, then, happened during the last few days of February and the first few days of March?
Because of undermined confidence on the part of the public, there was a general rush by a
large portion of our population to turn bank deposits into currency or gold. A rush so great
that the soundest banks could not get enough currency to meet the demand. The reason for
this was that on the spur of the moment it was, of course, impossible to sell perfectly sound
assets of a bank and convert them into cash except at panic prices far below their real value.

By the afternoon of March 3 scarcely a bank in the country was open to do business.
Proclamations temporarily closing them in whole or in part had been issued by the Governors
in almost all the states.

It was then that I issued the proclamation providing for the nation-wide bank holiday, and this
was the first step in the Government's reconstruction of our financial and economic fabric.
The second step was the legislation promptly and patriotically passed by the Congress
confirming my proclamation and broadening my powers so that it became possible in view of
the requirement of time to entend (sic) the holiday and lift the ban of that holiday gradually.
This law also gave authority to develop a program of rehabilitation of our banking facilities. I
want to tell our citizens in every part of the Nation that the national Congress -- Republicans
and Democrats alike -- showed by this action a devotion to public welfare and a realization of
the emergency and the necessity for speed that it is difficult to match in our history.

The third stage has been the series of regulations permitting the banks to continue their
functions to take care of the distribution of food and household necessities and the payment of
payrolls.

This bank holiday while resulting in many cases in great inconvenience is affording us the
opportunity to supply the currency necessary to meet the situation. No sound bank is a dollar
worse off than it was when it closed its doors last Monday. Neither is any bank which may
turn out not to be in a position for immediate opening. The new law allows the twelve Federal




Reserve banks to issue additional currency on good assets and thus the banks that reopen will
be able to meet every legitimate call. The new currency is being sent out by the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing in large volume to every part of the country. It is sound currency
because it is backed by actual, good assets. [...]

I do not promise you that every bank will be reopened or that individual losses will not be
suffered, but there will be no losses that possibly could be avoided; and there would have
been more and greater losses had we continued to drift. I can even promise you salvation for
some at least of the sorely pressed banks. We shall be engaged not merely in reopening sound
banks but in the creation of sound banks through reorganization. It has been wonderful to me
to catch the note of confidence from all over the country. I can never be sufficiently grateful
to the people for the loyal support they have given me in their acceptance of the judgment that
has dictated our course, even though all of our processes may not have seemed clear to them.

After all there is an element in the readjustment of our financial system more important than
currency, more important than gold, and that is the confidence of the peopie. Confidence and
courage are the essentials of success in carrying out our plan. You people must have faith; you
must not be stampeded by rumors or guesses. Let us unite in banishing fear. We have
provided the machinery to restore our financial system; it is up to you to support and make it
work.

It is your problem no less than it is mine. Together we cannot fail.

Franklin D. Rooseveit, Fireside Chat, March 12, 1933




THE present number of Indians in the Unilited States does not
exceed three hundred thousand, but is possibly as large now as
when the Europeans began the settlement of the North American
continent. Different tribes then existing have dwindled, and

some have become extinct; but there is reason te believe that the
vast territory now occupied by the United States, 1f not then a
howling wilderness, was largely an unpecpled solitude. The
roaming wild men who met the new discoverers were, however,
numerous enough to make the Indian problem at the outset a
serious one, while neither its gravity nor its difficulty yet shows
signs of diminuticon.

The difficulty is not because the Indians are wild and savage

men, for such men have in the past history of the human race

been subdued and civilized in unnumbered instances, while the
changes which in our time have been wrought among the cannibals

of the South Sea and the barbarians of South Africa, and

among the wildest and most savage of the North American In

dians themselves, show abundantly that the agencies of civilization
ready to our hand are neither wanting nor weak.

The great difficulty with the Indian problem is not with the

Indian, but with the Government and people of the United States.
Instead of a liberal and far-sighted policy looking to the education and
civilization and possible citizenship of the Indian tribes,

we have suffered these people to remain as savages, for whose future we
have had no adeguate care, and to the consideration of

whose present state the Government has only been moved when

pressed by some present danger. "We have encroached upon

their means of subsistence without furnishing them any proper

return; we have shut them up on reservaticns often notoriously

unfit for them, or, if fit, we have nct hesitated to drive them off for
our profit, withecut regard to theirs: we have treated them sometimes

as foreign nations, with whom we have had treaties; sometimes

as wards, who are entitled to no voice in the management of their
affairs; and sometimes as subjects, from whom we have reqguired
obedience, but to whom we have recognized no obligations. That

the Government of the United States, which has often plighted its

faith to the Indian, and has broken it as often, and, while punishing
him for his crimes, has given him no status in the courts except as a
criminal, has been sadly derelict in its duty toward him,

and has reaped the whirlwind only because it has sown the wind,

is set forth in nc exaggerated terms in the following pages, and

ought to be acknowledged with shame by every American citizen.

It will be admitted now on every hand that the only solution

of the Indian proklem involves the entire change of these people
irom a savage to a civilized life. They are not likely to be
exterminated. Unless we ocurselves withdraw from all contact with
them, and leave them to roam untrammeled over their wilds, or
until the power of a Christian civilization snall make them
conscilously one with us, they will not cease Lo vex us.

But how shall they become civilized ? Civilization is in a most
impertant sense a gift rather than an acquisition. Men do not

gain it for themselves, except as stimulated thereto by some
incitement from above themselves. The savage deoes not lsbor for

the gratifications of civilized life, since he does not desire these.
His labors and his desires are both dependent upon some spiritual
gift, which, having kindled him, quickens his desires and calls

forth his toil. Unless he has some help from without, scme light




and life from above to illumine and inspire him, the savage
remalns a savage, and without this all the bklandishments of the
civilization with which he might be brought into contact could no
more win him inte a better state than could all the light and
warmth of the sun weco a desert into a fruitful field. When English
missionaries went to the Indians in Canada, they took with
them skilled laborers who should teach the Indians how to labor,
and who, by providing them at first with comfortable houses, and
clothing, and fcod, should awaken their desires and evoke their
efforts to perpetuate and increase these comforts. But the Indian
would not work, and preferred his wigwam, and skins, and raw
flesh, and filth to the cleanliness and conveniences of a civilized
home; and it was only as Christian influences taught him his inner
need, and how this could be supplied, that he was led to wish
and work for the improvement of liis cuter condition and habits
of life. The same is true everywhere, Civilization does not reproduce
itself. Tt must first be kindled, and can then only be
kept alive by a power genuinely Christian.

Helen Jackson Hunt, A Century of Dishonor, introduction,

1888




America is to have the great preponderance of numbers and of wealth, and by the logic of
events will follow the scepter of controlling influence. This will be but the consummation of a
movement as old as civilization--a result to which men have looked forward for centuries.
John Adams records that nothing was "more ancient in his memory than the observation that
arts, sciences and empire had traveled westward; and in conversation it was always added that
their next leap would be over the Aflantic into America." He recalled a couplet that had been
mscribed or rather drilled, into a rock on the shore of Monument Bay in our old colony of
Plymouth:

The Eastern nations sink, their glory ends,
And empire rises where the sun descends. . .

Mr. Darwin is not only disposed to see, in the superior vigor of our people, an illustration of
his favorite theory of natural selection, but even intimates that the world's history thus far has
been simply preparatory for our future, and tributary to it. He says: "There is apparently much
truth in the belief that the wonderful progress of the United States, as well as the character of
the people, are the results of natural selection; for the more energetic, restless, and courageous
men from all parts of Europe have emigrated during the last ten or twelve generations to that
great country, and have there succeeded best. Looking at the distant future, [ do not think that
the Rev. Mr. Zincke takes an exaggerated view when he says: 'All other series of events-as
that which resulted in the culture of mind in Greece, and that which resulted in the Empire of
Rome-only appear to have purpose and value when viewed in connection with, or rather as
subsidiary to, the great stream of Anglo-Saxon emigration to the West.'"

There is abundant reason to believe that the Anglo-Saxon race is to be, is, indeed, already
becoming, more effective here than in the mother country. The marked superiority of this race
s due, in large measure, to its highly mixed origin. Says Rawlinson: "It is a general rule, now
almost universally admitted by ethnologists, that the mixed races of mankind are superior to
the pure ones"; and adds: "Even the Jews, who are so often cited as an example of a race at
once pure and strong, may, with more reason, be adduced on the opposite side of the
argument.” The ancient Egyptians, the Greeks, and the Romans, were all mixed races. Among
modem races, the most conspicuous example is afforded by the AngloSaxons.... There is here
a new commingling of races; and, while the largest injections of foreign blood are
substantially the same elements that constituted the original Anglo-Saxon admixture, so that
we may infer the general type will be preserved, there are strains of other bloods being added,
which, if Mr. Emerson's remark is true, that "the best nations are those most widely related,"
may be expected to improve the stock, and aid it to a higher destiny. If the dangers of
immigration, which have been pointed out, can be successfully met for the next few years,
until it has passed its climax, it may be expected to add value to the amalgam which will
constitute the new Anglo-Saxon race of the New World. Concerning our future, Herbert
Spencer says: "One great result 1s, I think, tolerably clear, From biological truths it is to be
inferred that the eventual mixture of the allied varieties of the Aryan race, forming the
population, will produce a more powerful type of man than has hitherto existed, and a type of
man more plastic, more adaptable, more capable of undergoing the modifications needful for
complete social life. I think, whatever difficulties they may have to surmount, and whatever
tribulations they may have to pass through, the Americans may reasonably look forward to a
time when they will have produced a civilization grander than any the world has known."




It may be easily shown, and is of no small significance, that the two great ideas of which the
Anglo-Saxon is the exponent are having a fuller development in the United States than in
Great Britain, There the union of Church and State tends strongly to paralyze some of the
members of the body of Christ. Here there is no such influence to destroy spiritual life and
power. Here, also, has been evolved the form of government consistent with the largest
possible civil liberty. Furthermore, it is significant that the marked characteristics of this race
are being here emphasized most. Among the most striking features of the Anglo-Saxon is his
money-making powera power of increasing importance in the widening commerce of the
world's future. We have seen . . . that, although England is by far the richest nation of Europe,
we have already outstripped her in the race after wealth, and we have only begun the
development of our vast resources.

Again, another marked characteristic of the Anglo-Saxon is what may be called an instinct or
genius for colonizing. His unequaled energy, his indomitable perseverance, and his personal
independence, made him a pioneer. He excels all others in pushing his way into new
countries. It was those in whom this tendency was strongest that came to America, and this
inherited tendency has been further developed by the westward sweep of successive
generations across the continent. So noticeable has this characteristic become that English
visitors remark it. Charles Dickens once said that the typical American would hesitate to enter
heaven unless assured that he could go farther west.

Again, nothing more manifestly distinguishes the Anglo-Saxon than his intense and persistent
energy, and he is developing in the United States an energy which, in eager activity and

effectiveness, is peculiarly American.

Josiah Strong on Anglo-Saxon Predominance, 1891.
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AMERICA--A LAND OF IMMIGRANTS

In a short period of human history the people of the United States built this country from a wilderness
to one of the most powerful and prosperous nations in the world. The people who built America were
40 million immigrants who have come since the Mayflower, and their descendants. We are still a
vigorous and growing nation, and the economic, social and other benefits available to wus, the
descendants of immigrant forebears, are constantly expanding.

Our remarkable national development testifies to the wisdom of our early and continuing belief in
immigration. One of the causes of the American Revolution, as stated in the Declaration of
Independence, was the fact that England hindered free immigration into the colonies.

Our growth as a nation has been achieved, in large measure, through the genius and industry of
immigrants of every race and from every quarter of the world. The story of their pursuit of happiness
is the saga of America. Their brains and their brawn helped to settle our land, to advance our
agriculture, to build our industries, to develop our commerce, to produce new inventions and, in
general, to make us the leading nation that we now are.

Immigration brought wealth to the United States, many billions of dollars. The immigrants did not
bring this wealth in their baggage--many arrived penniless and in debt--but in their skills, their trades,
and their willingness to work. In his testimony to the Commission, Dr. Louis I. Dublin, statistician
and second vice president of the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co., pointed out that a young adult
immigrant of 18 years today is worth to the Nation at least $10,000, since that is what it costs to raise
the average American. The average net worth of such a person to the economy of the United States
falls between $30,000 and $80,000, depending on his potential eaming power. Throughout our history
immigrants have in this way represented additional wealth to our country.

Scarcely one aspect of our American economy, culture, or development can be discussed without
reference to the fundamental contribution of immigrants. No roster of leading Americans in business,
science, arts, and the professions could be complete without the names of many immigrants. In our
history the following aliens may be mentioned, among many, who became outstanding industrialists:
Andrew Carnegie (Scot), in the steel industry; John Jacob Astor (German), in the fur trade; Michael
Cudahy (Irish), of the meat-packing industry; the DuPonts (French), of the munitions and chemical
industry; Charles L. Fleischmann (Hungarian), of the yeast business; David Sarnoff (Russian), of the
radio industry; and William S. Knudsen (Danish), of the automobile industry.

Immigrant scientists and inventors are likewise too numerous to list in detail. Among those whose
genius has benefited the United States are Albert Einstein (German), in physics; Michael Pupin
(Serbian), in electricity; Enrico Fermi (Italian), in atomic research; John Ericsson (Swedish), who
invented the ironclad ship and the screw propeller; Giusseppe Bellanca (Ttalian), and Igor Sikorsky
(Russian), who made outstanding contributions to airplane development; John A. Udden (Swedish),
who was responsible for opening the Texas oil fields; Lucas P. Kyrides (Greek), industrial chemistry;
David Thomas (Welsh), who invented the hot blast furnace; Alexander Graham Bell (Scot), who
invented the telephone; Conrad Huber (Russian), who invented the flashlight; and Otto Mergenthaler
(German), who invented the linotype machine.

Many of our leading musicians, actors, motion-picture producers, and others in the arts are foreign-
born. Law, medicine, education, literature, research, organized labor, and jounalism are only a few
other of the innumerable fields benefited by outstanding inmumigrants. Any such list can only be a
sample of how much immigrants have enriched the America which granted them hospitality and
welcome.

The encouragement of immigration was part of the tradition of the United States and one of the
reasons why it became a great and powerful nation. Immigration to the United States has come from
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virtually every corner of the globe. The greater part of it, however, came from Europe. It is especially
interesting to note that the major impulses to come to the United States from the various countries of
Furope were passing phenomena, rising at certain stages of the economic or political life in their
homelands, and then subsiding. The sources of American immigration shifted with the changing of
needs, both in the United States and in the countries of origin. Each generation, even each decade,
brought a changing pattern of immigration.

Table I portrays the changes in the domiinant countries of the origin of immigration to America. The
earliest mass migrations were drawn from the English, Scots, and Scot-Irish people of the British
Isles. Colonial immigration of such Britons was supplanted in numbers in the period 1820-60 by
migration from Ireland, but the most acute migration fever had passed in Ireland by the end of the
1850's. Immigration from west and southwest Germany became important in this period, and with the
opening up of eastern Germany total German immigration was the dominant stream from 1860 to
1890. In these years Scandinavia vied with Ireland in numbers of immigrants. But the crest of this
"new" migration from Germany and Scandinavia was passed in the 1880's and gave way to another
"new" migration dominated by immigrants from Italy, Austria-Hungary, and Russia.

The emigration fever spread across the European continent from west to east and from north to south.
Thus up to 1890 Italian migration to Aunerica came largely from the more economically advanced
north of ltaly. After 1890 Italian migration came increasingly from the south. The main founts of
immigration from Austria were in chronological sequence--first, the more developed Bohemia;
second, the relatively backward Carinthia and Tyrol; and then, after 1900, Galicia (especially Poles
and Jews). Only in the last stages did the movement include substantial numbers of Ukrainians from
remote eastern Galicia.

Report of the President’s Commission on Immigration and Naturalization (1953).




‘McCarthy Cries Again

A couple of years ago Senator Joe McCarthy buckled on his armor and, like a twentieth-
century Don Quixote, set out to slay the dragon of American Communism singlehanded. His
intentions seemed noble as those of the good knight. But also like the good knight, who
attacked a procession of monks and a flock of sheep under the impression that they were
brigands and ogres, he got a little confused about the targets of his sallies.

Thus it has come to pass, as his crusade continues, that anyone who takes issue with him
assumes the look of the Red dragon itself. Disagreement becomes lies or crookedness. An
adverse editorial comment is automatically a “left-wing smear.” And the senator charges
treason against a countryman as recklessly as Don Quixote charged the windmill.

Mr. McCarthy has had a busy time of it, because there are a great many people who approve
the purpose of his crusade, but object strongly to his methods. There are many publications
which feel the same way. One of them is Collier’s. Another is Time. And we at Collier’s feel
just a little discriminated against because, so far, the senator has ignored us while singling out
Time and accusing it of “twisting and distorting the facts about my (McCarthy’s) fight to
expose and remove Communists from government.”

'This charge apparently grew out of a Time cover story on Senator McCarthy, The senator had
earlier attacked it as a “vicious and malicious lie.” But recently he employed a new tactic
which was definitely not cricket.

Backed by the prestige of his office, he sent a letter to “practically all Time advertisers,”
according to his own statement, which, while it did not come right out and ask them to take
their business elsewhere, suggested that they were doing their country a disservice by their
continued support of the magazine.

Since some of these advertisers were “not aware of the facts,” the letter stated, they were
“unknowingly helping to pollute and poison the waterholes of information.” Still swimming
along in his aquatic metaphor, the senator said that “it is much more important to expose a
liar, a crook or a traitor who 1s able to poison the streams of information flowing into a vast
number of American homes than to expose an equally vicious crook, liar or traitor who has no
magazine or newspaper outlet for his poison.”

The source of the senator’s “facts” was an article from the American Mercury and a reprint
from the Congressional Record. On the basis of these, the gentleman who complains about
distortions and smears virtually accused Time’s editors of dishonesty and treason in so many
words.

Naturally Mr. McCarthy anticipated some criticism. “I realize,” he said, “that bringing these
facts to the attention of Time’s advertisers will cause some of the unthinking to shout that this
is endangering ‘freedom of the press.”” But, he added, “To allow a liar to hide behind the cry
“You are endangering freedom of the press’ is not only ridiculous, it is dangerous.”

To this we can only answer that when a man hides behind the cry “You are a liar” before
anyone has accused him of endangering freedom of the press, he must be feeling rather
insecure. And when he tries to intimidate a critical publication by seeking to alienate its chief
sources of revenue, he is something less than courageous.




Senator McCarthy has set himself up as the final authority on loyalty and Americanism. He
insists that his accusations are not to be doubted, and his judgment is not to be questioned.
Yet, a few weeks after he wrote his letter to Time’s advertisers, he testified in Syracuse, New
York that the Washington Post and the New York (Communist) Daily Worker “parallel each
other quite closely in editorials.” And when he was asked whether he would consider the
Christian Science Monitor a “left-wing smear paper,” he replied, “I can’t answer yes or no.”

Those are the statements of a man who is either woefully unperceptive or wholly
irresponsible. And when such a man asks that his wild-swinging attacks be accepted without
question, he is, to borrow his own words, not only ridiculous but dangerous.

We are not concerned that, on the basis of this editorial, the senator may now add us to his
company of “left-wing smearers,” or that he may also warn our advertisers of the danger of
supporting another publication which pollutes the waterholes of information. What does
concern us is the real danger of Communist infiltration in government, and the fact that this
danger is too serious to be obscured and clouded by Senator McCarthy’s eccentricities,
exaggerations and absurdities,

Source: "McCarthy Cries Again," Collier’s, August 2, 1952, 70; “Week’s Mail:
McCarthyism,” Collier’s, September 20, 1952, 4




Thoughts of the present state of American Affairs

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

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

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

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

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

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

I have heard it asserted by some, that as America hath flourished under her former 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 1s admitting more than is true, for [ answer roundly, that America would have




flourished as much, and probably much more, had no European power had any thing to do
with her. The commerce by which she hath enriched herself are the necessaries of life, and
will always have a market while eating is the custom of Europe.

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

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

I challenge the warmest advocate for reconciliation, to show, 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 I at large, as well as to ourselves, instruct us to renounce the alliance:
Because, any submission to, or dependance on Great Britain, tends directly to involve this
continent in European wars and quarrels; and sets us at variance with nations, who would
otherwise seek our friendship, and against whom, we have neither anger nor complaint. As
Europe is our market for trade, we ought to form no partial connection with any part of it. It is
the true interest of America to steer clear of European contentions, which she never can do,
while by her dependance on Britain, she is made the make-weight in the scale of British
politics.

Thomas Paine, Common Sense, 1776




Although I have by no mesans exhausted this wvast subject, dis-

cussing only a few phases of it, I have said enough, T think, to show
that this pelicy of conguest 1s, from the point of view of public mor-
als, in truth " criminal aggression " — made doubly criminal by the
treacherous character of it ; and that from the point of view of mate-
rial interest it is a blunder - a criminal blunder, and a blundering
crime. I have addressed myself to your reason by sober argument,
without any appeal to prejudice or passion. Might we not ask our
opponents to answer these arguments, if they can, with equally scber
reasconing, instead of merely assailing us with their wild cries of'
"treason” and "lack of patriotism,"™ and what not? Or do they

really fesl thelr cause to be so weak that they depend for its support
cn their assortment of inarticulate shouts and nebulcus phrases ?

Here are our " manifest destiny " men who tell us that whether

it be right or not, we must take and keep the Philippines because

" destiny " so wills it. We have heard this cry of manifest destiny
before, especially when, a half century ago, the slave power demanded
the annexation of Cuba and Central America to strengthen the slave
power. The cry of destiny is most vociferously put forward by

those who want to do a wicked thing and to shift the responsibility.
The destiny of a free people lies in its intelligent will and its moral
strength. When it pleads destiny, it pleads the baby act. Nay,

worse ; the cry of destiny is apt to be the refuge of evil intent and of
moral cowardice.

Here are our " burden " men, who piously turn up their eyes and

tell us with a melancholy sigh, that all this congquest business may be
very irksome, but that a mysterious Providence has put it as a " bur-
den " upon us, which, however sorrowfully, we must bear ; that this
burden consists in our duty to take care ¢f the poor people of the
Philippines ; and that in order to take proper care of them we must
exercise soverelgnty over them ; and that if they refuse to accept our
sovereignty, we must — alas 1 alas I — kill them, which makes the burden
very solemn and sad.

But cheer up, brethren ! We may avoid that mournful way of

taking care of them by killing them, if we simply recognize their right
to take care of themselves, and gently aid them in doing so. Besides,
you may be as much mistaken about the decrees of Providence as

before our civil war the Southern Methcodist bishops were who sol-

emnly insisted that Providence willed the negroes to remain in

slavery.

Next there are ocur "flag " men, who insist that we must kill the
Filipinos fighting for their independence to protect the honor of the
stars and stripes. I agree that the honor o¢f our flag sorely needs
protection. We have £o protect 1t against desecration by those who
are making it an emblem of that hypocrisy which seeks to cover a

war of conquest and subjugation with a cloak of humanity and reli-
gicn ; an emblem of that greed which would treat a matter invelving
our national honor, the integrity of our institutions, and the peace
and character of the republic as a mere guestion of dollars and cents ;
an emblem of that vulgar lust of war and conquest which recklessly
tramples upon right and justice and all our higher ideals ; an emblenm
of the imperialistic ambitions which mock the noblest part of our
history and stamp the greatest national herces of our past as hypo-
crites or fcols. These are the dangers threatening the honor of our
flag, against which it needs protection, and that protection we are
striving to give it.

Now, a last word to those of ocur fellow-citizens who feel and rec-




ognize as we do that thp Philippine war of subjugation is wrong and
cruel, and that we ought to recognize the independence of those peo-
ple, but who insist that, having begun that war, we rmust continue it
until the submissicn of the Filipinos is complete. I detest, but I can
understand, the Jingo whose moral sense is obscured by intoxicating
dreams of wild adventure and conquest, and to whom bloodshed and
devastation have become a reckless sport. I detest even more, but
8til:i I can understand the cruel logic of those to whom everything is
a matter of dollars and cents and whose greed of gain will walk

coolly over slaughtered populations. But I must confess I cannot
understand the reasoning of those who have moral sense enough to
recognize that this war is criminal aggression — who must say to them-
selves that every drop of blecod shed in it by friend or foe is blood
wantonly and wickedly shed, and that every act of devastation is bar-
barous cruelty inflicted upon an innocent people — but who still
maintain that we must go on killing, and devastating, and driving our
brave soldiers intoc a fight which they themselves are cursing, because
we have once begun it. This I cannot understand. Do they not con-
sider that in such a war, which they themselves condemn as wanton

and iniguitous, the more complete our success, the greater will be our
disgrace ?

What do they fear for the republic if, before having fully con-
summated this criminal - aggression, we stop to give a people strug-
gling for their freedom what is due them ? Will this republic be less
powerful ? It will be as strong as ever, nay, stronger, for it will have
saved the resocurces of its power from useless squandering and trans-
formed vindictive enemies into friends. Will it be less respected?
Nay, more, for it will have demonstrated its honesty at the sacrifice of
false pride. Is this the first time that a powerful nation desisted from
the subjugation ¢f a weaker adversary? Have we not the exanmple of
England before us, who, after a seven years' war against the Ameri-
can colonists, recognized their independence ? Indeed, the example
of England teaches us a double lesson. England did not, by recog-
nizing American independence, lose her position in the world and her
chances of future greatness ; on the contrary, she grew in strength.
And secondly, England would have retained, or won anew, the friend-
ship of the Americans, if she had recognized American independ-
ence more promptly, before appearing to have been forced to do so
by humiliating defeats. Will our friends who are for Philippine
independence, but also for continuing to kill those who fight for it,
take these two lessons to heart ?
) Carl Shurz,
Address at the Anti-Imperialist Conference in Chicago, October 17, 1899




Well, that was politics in 1800. So, you see, not all that much has changed. [Laughter]
Actually, I've taken a moment for these brief reflections on Thomas Jefferson and his time
precisely because there are such clear parallels to our own. We too have seen a new populism
in America, not at all unlike that of Jefferson's time. We've seen the growth of a Jefferson-like
populism that rejects the burden placed on the people by excessive regulation and taxation;
that rejects the notion that judgeships should be used to further privately held beliefs not yet
approved by the people; and finally, rejects, too, the notion that foreign policy must reflect
only the rarefied concerns of Washington rather than the common sense of a people who can
frequently see far more plainiy dangers to their freedom and to our national well-being.

It 1s this latter point that brings me to the University of Virginia today. There has been much
change in the last 8 years in our foreign relations; and this September, when I spoke to the
United Nations, I summarized much of the progress we've seen in such matters as the human
rights agenda, arms reduction, and resolving those regional conflicts that might lead to wider
war. 1 will not recite all of this here again today, but I do want you to know I found in the
delegates afterward a warmth that I had not seen before -- let me assure you, not due to any
cloquence on my part but just a simple perception on their part that there is a chance for an
opening, a new course in human events. I think I detected a sense of excitement, even perhaps
like that felt by those who lived in Jefferson's time: a sense of new possibilities for the idea of
popular government. Only this time, it's not just a single nation at issue: It is the whole world
where popular government might flourish and prosper.

Only a few years ago, this would have seemed the most outlandish and dreamiest of
prospects. But consider for just a moment the striving for democracy that we have seen in
places like the Philippines, Burma, Korea, Chile, Poland, South Africa -- even places like
China and the Soviet Union. One of the great, unnoticed -- and yet most startling --
developments of this decade is this: More of the world's populace is today living in relative
freedom than ever before in history; more and more nations are turning to freely elected
democratic governments.

The statistics themselves are compelling. According to one organization, Freedom House, in
the past 15 years the number of countries called not free declined from 71 to 50. And the
countries classified as free or partly free increased from 92 to 117. When you consider that,
according to the Freedom House count, 70 percent of those not living in freedom are in China
and the Soviet Union -- and even in those nations, as | say, we see glimpses of hope - the
picture 18 even brighter. The most dramatic movement of all has taken place: More than 90
percent of the people are now living in countries that are democratic or headed in that
direction,.

This democratic revolution has been accompanied by a change in economic thinking
comparable to the Newtonian revolution in physics, and that is no accident. Free-market
economies have worked miracles in several nations of East Asia. A U.N. General Assembly
special session on Africa has called for more market-oriented structural reform in that region,
In Europe the tide is against state ownership of property. And even in China and the Soviet
Union the theoretical underpinnings of Socialist economics are being reexamined.

In this atmosphere, we've continued to emphasize prudent but deepening development of
economic ties which are critical to our economic health in the conduct of our foreign policy.
In our own hemisphere, we're about to implement an historic free trade agreement between
the United States and Canada that could well serve as a model for the world.




These democratic and free-market revolutions are really the same revolution. They are based
on the vital nexus between economic and political freedom and on the Jeffersonian idea that
freedom is indivisible, that government's attempts to encroach on that freedom -- whether it
be through political restrictions on the rights of assembly, speech, or publication, or economic
repression through high taxation and excessive bureaucracy -- have been the principal
institutional barrier to human progress.

But if this remarkable revolution has not been obvious to many, certainly one other eye-
opening change has been self-evident. Consider for just a moment the sights we've seen this
year; an American President with his Soviet counterpart strolling through Red Square and
talking to passers-by about war and peace; an American President there in the Lenin Hills of
Moscow speaking to the students of Moscow State University, young people like yourselves,
about the wonder and splendor of human freedom; an American President, only last week,
with a future American President and the President of the Soviet Union standing in New York
Harbor, looking up at Lady Liberty, hearing again the prayer on the lips of all those millions
who once passed that way in hope of a better life and future -- a prayer of peace and freedom
for all humanity.

And, yes, even this week in the devastation of Armenia, Americans and Russians making
common cause, as we once made common cause against another terrible enemy 44 years ago.
But it's not the visuals and the sound bites that matter. Behind all of this is a record of
diplomatic movement and accomplishment. [ ...}

A great future is ours and the world's if we but remember the power of those words Mr.
Jefferson penned not just for Americans but for all humanity: *that all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable Rights, that among these are
Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness."

Thank you, and God bless you.

Ronald Wilson Reagan, Speech on Foreign Policy, (December 16, 1988)




Were American Indians the Victims of Genocide?

On September 21, the National Museum of the American Indian will open its doors. In an
interview early this year, the museum’s founding director, W. Richard West, declared that the
new institution would not shy away from such difficult subjects as the effort to eradicate
American Indian culture in the 19th and 20th centuries. It is a safe bet that someone will also,
inevitably, raise the issue of genocide.

The story of the encounter between European settlers and America’s native population does
not make for pleasant reading. Among early accounts, perhaps the most famous is Helen Hunt
Jackson’s A Century of Dishonor (1888), a doleful recitation of forced removals, killings, and
callous disregard. Jackson’s book, which clearly captured some essential elements of what
happened, also set a pattern of exaggeration and one-sided indictment that has persisted to this
day.

Thus, according to Ward Churchill, a professor of ethnic studies at the University of
Colorado, the reduction of the North American Indian population from an estimated 12
million in 1500 to barely 237,000 in 1900 represents a "vast genocide . . . , the most sustained
on record.” By the end of the 19th century, writes David E. Stannard, a historian at the
University of Hawaii, native Americans had undergone the "worst human holocaust the world
had ever witnessed, roaring across two continents non-stop for four centuries and consuming
the lives of countless tens of millions of people.” In the judgment of Lenore A. Stiffarm and
Phil Lane, Jr., "there can be no more monumental example of sustained genocide—certainly
none involving a 'race' of people as broad and complex as this—anywhere in the annals of
human history."

The sweeping charge of genocide against the Indians became especially popular during the
Vietnam war, when historians opposed to that conflict began drawing paraliels between our
actions in Southeast Asia and earlier examples of a supposedly ingrained American
viciousness toward non-white peoples. The historian Richard Drinnon, referring to the troops
under the command of the Indian scout Kit Carson, called them "forerunners of the Burning
Fifth Marines" who set fire to Vietnamese villages, while in The American Indian: The First
Victim (1972), Jay David urged contemporary readers to recall how America’s civilization
had originated in "theft and murder" and "efforts toward . . . genocide."

Further accusations of genocide marked the run-up to the 1992 quincentenary of the landing
of Columbus. The National Council of Churches adopted a resolution branding this event "an
invasion" that resulted in the "slavery and genocide of native people." In a widely read book,
The Congquest of Paradise (1990), Kirkpatrick Sale charged the English and their American




successors with pursuing a policy of extermination that had continued unabated for four
centuries. Later works have followed suit. In the 1999 Encyclopedia of Genocide, edited by
the scholar Israel Chamy, an article by Ward Churchill argues that extermination was the
"express objective" of the U.S. government. To the Cambodia expert Ben Kiernan, similarly,
genocide is the "only appropriate way" to describe how white settlers treated the Indians. And
so forth.

That American Indians suffered horribly is indisputable. But whether their suffering
amounted to a "holocaust," or to genocide, is another matter.

Guenter Lewy, George Mason University History News Network, 22 November 2004




I have called the Congress into extraordinary session because there are serious, very serious,
choices of policy to be made, and made immediately, which it was neither right nor
constitutionally permissible that I should assume the responsibility of making. On the 3rd of
February last, I officially laid before you the extraordinary announcement of the Imperial
German government that on and after the 1st day of February it was its purpose to put aside
all restraints of law or of humanity and use its submarines to sink every vessel that sought to
approach either the ports of Great Britain and Ireland or the western coasts of Europe or any
of the ports controlled by the enemies of Germany within the Mediterranean.

That had seemed to be the object of the German submarine warfare earlier in the war, but
since April of last year the Imperial government had somewhat restrained the commanders of
its undersea craft in conformity with its promise then given to us that passenger boats should
not be sunk and that due waming would be given to all other vessels which its submarines
might seek to destroy, when no resistance was offered or escape attempted, and care taken
that their crews were given at least a fair chance to save their lives in their open boats. The
precautions taken were meager and haphazard enough, as was proved in distressing instance
after instance in the progress of the cruel and unmanly business, but a certain degree of
restraint was observed.

The new policy has swept every restriction aside. Vessels of every kind, whatever their flag,
their character, their cargo, their destination, their errand, have been ruthlessly sent to the
bottom without warning and without thought of help or mercy for those on board, the vessels
of friendly neutrals along with those of belligerents. Even hospital ships and ships carrying
relief to the sorely bereaved and stricken people of Belgium, though the latter were provided
with safe conduct through the proscribed areas by the German government itself and were
distinguished by unmistakable marks of identity, have been sunk with the same reckless lack
of compassion or of principle.

I was for a little while unable to believe that such things would in fact be done by any
government that had hitherto subscribed to the humane practices of civilized nations.
International law had its origin in the attempt to set up some law which would be respected
and observed upon the seas, where no nation had right of dominion and where lay the free
highways of the world. By painful stage after stage has that law been built up, with meager
enough results, indeed, after all was accomplished that could be accomplished, but always
with a clear view, at least, of what the heart and conscience of mankind demanded.

This minimum of right the German government has swept aside under the plea of retaliation
and necessity and because it had no weapons which it could use at sea except these which it is
impossible to employ as it is employing them without throwing to the winds all scruples of
humanity or of respect for the understandings that were supposed to underlie the intercourse
of the world. I am not now thinking of the loss of property involved, immense and serious as
that is, but only of the wanton and wholesale destruction of the lives of noncombatants, men,
women, and children, engaged in pursuits which have always, even in the darkest periods of
modern history, been deemed innocent and fegitimate. Property can be paid for; the lives of
peaceful and innocent people cannot be.

The present German submarine warfare against commerce is a warfare against mankind. It is
a war against all nations. American ships have been sunk, American lives taken in ways
which it has stirred us very deeply to learn of; but the ships and people of other neutral and




friendly nations have been sunk and overwhelmed in the waters in the same way. There has
been no discrimination. The challenge is to all mankind.

Each nation must decide for itself how it will meet it. The choice we make for ourselves must
be made with a moderation of counsel and a temperateness of judgment befitting our
character and our motives as a nation. We must put excited feeling away. Our motive will not
be revenge or the victorious assertion of the physical might of the nation, but only the
vindication of right, of human right, of which we are only a single champion.

When I addressed the Congress on the 26th of February last, I thought that it would suffice to
assert our neutral rights with arms, our right to use the seas against unlawful interference, our
right to keep our people safe against unlawful violence. But armed neutrality, it now appears,
1s impracticable. Because submarines are in effect outlaws when used as the German
submarines have been used against merchant shipping, it is impossible to defend ships against
their attacks as the law of nations has assumed that merchantmen would defend themselves
against privateers or cruisers, visible craft giving chase upon the open sea. [...]

Woodrow Wilson, Address o Congress Requesting a Declaration of War Against Germany
(April 2, 1917)




