
A dependence on the people is, no doubt, the primary control on the government; but experience 

has taught mankind the necessity of auxiliary precautions. This policy of supplying, by opposite 

and rival interests, the defect of better motives, might be traced through the whole system of 

human affairs, private as well as public. We see it particularly displayed in all the subordinate 

distributions of power, where the constant aim is to divide and arrange the several offices in 5 

such a manner as that each may be a check on the other that the private interest of every 

individual may be a sentinel over the public rights. These inventions of prudence cannot be less 

requisite in the distribution of the supreme powers of the State. But it is not possible to give to 

each department an equal power of self-defense. In republican government, the legislative 

authority necessarily predominates. The remedy for this inconveniency is to divide the 10 

legislature into different branches; and to render them, by different modes of election and 

different principles of action, as little connected with each other as the nature of their common 

functions and their common dependence on the society will admit. It may even be necessary to 

guard against dangerous encroachments by still further precautions. As the weight of the 

legislative authority requires that it should be thus divided, the weakness of the executive may 15 

require, on the other hand, that it should be fortified. 

An absolute negative on the legislature appears, at first view, to be the natural defense with 

which the executive magistrate should be armed. But perhaps it would be neither altogether 

safe nor alone sufficient. […] 

There are, moreover, two considerations particularly applicable to the federal system of 20 

America, which place that system in a very interesting point of view. First. In a single republic, 

all the power surrendered by the people is submitted to the administration of a single 

government; and the usurpations are guarded against by a division of the government into 

distinct and separate departments. In the compound republic of America, the power surrendered 

by the people is first divided between two distinct governments, and then the portion allotted 25 

to each subdivided among distinct and separate departments. Hence a double security arises to 

the rights of the people. The different governments will control each other, at the same time 

that each will be controlled by itself. Second. It is of great importance in a republic not only to 

guard the society against the oppression of its rulers, but to guard one part of the society against 

the injustice of the other part. Different interests necessarily exist in different classes of citizens. 30 

If a majority be united by a common interest, the rights of the minority will be insecure. 

There are but two methods of providing against this evil: the one by creating a will in the 

community independent of the majority that is, of the society itself; the other, by 

comprehending in the society so many separate descriptions of citizens as will render an unjust 

combination of a majority of the whole very improbable, if not impracticable. The first method 35 

prevails in all governments possessing an hereditary or self-appointed authority. This, at best, 

is but a precarious security; because a power independent of the society may as well espouse 

the unjust views of the major, as the rightful interests of the minor party, and may possibly be 

turned against both parties. The second method will be exemplified in the federal republic of 

the United States. Whilst all authority in it will be derived from and dependent on the society, 40 

the society itself will be broken into so many parts, interests, and classes of citizens, that the 

rights of individuals, or of the minority, will be in little danger from interested combinations of 

the majority. 

James Madison, The Federalist Papers, Federalist Paper N°51, 1788 

 

 

 



We meet tonight after two of the most difficult and most inspiring months in our nation's 

history. We have endured the shock of watching so many innocent lives ended in acts of 

unimaginable horror. We have endured the sadness of so many funerals. We have faced 

unprecedented bioterrorist attack delivered in our mail. 

(…) We are a different country than we were on September the 10th, sadder and less innocent, 5 

stronger and more united. And in the face of ongoing threats, determined and courageous. 

Our nation faces a threat to our freedoms, and the stakes could not be higher. We are the target 

of enemies who boast they want to kill: kill all Americans, kill all Jews and kill all Christians. 

We've seen that type of hate before, and the only possible response is to confront it and to defeat 

it. This new enemy seeks to destroy our freedom and impose its views. We value life; the 10 

terrorists ruthlessly destroy it. (…) 

We wage a war to save civilization itself. We did not seek it, but we will fight it and we will 

prevail.  

This is a different war from any our nation has ever faced, a war on many fronts, against 

terrorists who operate in more than 60 different countries. And this is a war that must be fought 15 

not only overseas, but also here at home.  

[…] We have entered a new era, and this new era requires new responsibilities, both for the 

government and for our people.  

The government has a responsibility to protect our citizens, and that starts with homeland 

security. The first attack against America came by plane, and we are now making our airports 20 

and airplanes safer. We have posted the National Guard in America's airports and placed 

undercover air marshals on many flights. […] 

To coordinate our efforts, we have created the new Office of Homeland Security. Its director, 

my good friend and former Governor Tom Ridge, reports directly to me and works with all of 

our federal agencies, state and local governments and the private sector on a national strategy 25 

to strengthen our homeland protections.  

[…] We've passed a new anti-terrorism law, which gives our law enforcement officers the 

necessary tools to track terrorists before they harm Americans. A new terrorism task force is 

tightening immigration controls to make sure no one enters or stays in our country who would 

harm us.  30 

Our enemies have threatened other acts of terror. We take each threat seriously. And when we 

have evidence of credible threats, we will issue appropriate alerts.  

A terrorism alert is not a signal to stop your life. It is a call to be vigilant, to know that your 

government is on high alert and to add your eyes and ears to our efforts to find and stop those 

who want to do us harm.  35 

A lot of people are working really hard to protect America, but in the long run, the best way to 

defend our homeland, the best way to make sure our children can live in peace, is to take the 

battle to the enemy and to stop them.  

(…) After September the 11th, our government assumed a new responsibility to strengthen 

security at home and track down our enemies abroad. And the American people are accepting 40 

new responsibilities as well. (…) 

Ours is the cause of freedom. We've defeated freedom's enemies before, and we will defeat 

them again.  

We cannot know every turn this battle will take, yet we know our cause is just and our ultimate 



victory is assured. We will no doubt face new challenges, but we have our marching orders. 45 

George W. Bush, “President Bush’s address in Atlanta, Ga”, Thursday, Nov. 8, 2001 

 

 

  



George III, Letter written in the 1780s (precise year unknown)  

 

America is lost! Must we fall beneath the blow? Or have we resources that may repair the 

mischief? What are those resources? Should they be sought in distant Regions held by 

precarious Tenure, or shall we seek them at home in the exertions of a new policy? 

The situation of the Kingdom is novel, the policy that is to govern it must be novel likewise, or 

neither adapted to the real evils of the present moment, or the dreaded ones of the future. 5 

For a Century past the Colonial Scheme has been the system that has guided the Administration 

of the British Government. (…) 

A people spread over an immense tract of fertile land, industrious because free, and rich because 

industrious, presently became a market for the Manufactures and Commerce of the Mother 

Country. An importance was soon generated, which from its origin to the late conflict was 10 

mischievous to Britain, because it created an expense of blood and treasure worth more at this 

instant, if it could be at our command, than all we ever received from America. The wars of 

1744, of 1756, and 1775, were all entered into from the encouragements given to the 

speculations of settling the wilds of North America. 

It is to be hoped that by degrees it will be admitted that the Northern Colonies, that is those 15 

North of Tobacco, were in reality our very successful rivals in two Articles, the carrying freight 

trade, and the Newfoundland fishery. While the Sugar Colonies added above three millions a 

year to the wealth of Britain, the Rice Colonies near a million, and the Tobacco ones almost as 

much; those more to the north, so far from adding anything to our wealth as Colonies, were 

trading, fishing, farming Countries, that rivalled us in many branches of our industry, and had 20 

actually deprived us of no inconsiderable share of the wealth we reaped by means of the others. 

This compartative view of our former territories in America is not stated with any idea of 

lessening the consequence of a future friendship and connection with them; on the contrary it 

is to be hoped we shall reap more advantages from their trade as friends than ever we could 

derive from them as Colonies; for there is reason to suppose we actually gained more by them 25 

while in actual rebellion, and the common open connection cut off, than when they were in 

obedience to the Crown; the Newfoundland fishery taken into the Account, there is little doubt 

of it.  

The East and West Indies are conceived to be the great commercial supports of the Empire; as 

to the Newfoundland fishery time must tell us what share we shall reserve of it. But there is one 30 

observation which is applicable to all three; they depend on very distant territorial possessions, 

which we have little or no hopes of retaining from their internal strength, we can keep them 

only by means of a superior Navy. If our marine force sinks, or if in consequence of wars, debts, 

and taxes, we should in future find ourselves so debilitated as to be involved in a new War, 

without the means of carrying it on with vigour, in these cases, all distant possessions must fall, 35 

let them be as valuable as their warmest panegyrists contend. 

(…)The more we are convinced of the vast importance of those territories, the more we must 

feel the insecurity of our power; our view therefore ought not to be to increase but preserve 

them.  



(…) Ever since the break-up of the Roman Empire one of the constant facts of political life in 

Europe has been the emergence of independent nations. They have come into existence over 

the centuries in different shapes with different forms of government. But all have been inspired 

with a keen feeling of nationalism, which has grown as nations have grown.   

In the twentieth century, and especially since the end of the war, the processes which gave birth 5 

to the nation-states of Europe have been repeated all over the world. We have seen the 

awakening of national consciousness in peoples who have for centuries lived in dependence on 

some other power. Fifteen years ago this movement spread through Asia. Many countries there, 

of different races and civilisations, pressed their claim to an independent national life.  

To-day, the same thing is happening in Africa. (…)The wind of change is blowing through the 10 

continent. Whether we like it or not, this growth of national consciousness is a political fact. 

We must all accept it as a fact. (…) And this tide of national consciousness which is now rising 

in Africa is a fact for which you and we and the other nations of the western world are ultimately 

responsible.  

For its causes are to be found in the achievements of western civilisation in pushing forward 15 

the frontiers of knowledge, applying science in the service of human needs, expanding food 

production, speeding and multiplying means of communication, and, above all, spreading 

education.  (…) 

As I see it, the great issue in this second half of the twentieth century is whether the 

uncommitted peoples of Asia and Africa will swing to the east or to the west. Will they be 20 

drawn into the Communist camp? Or will the great experiments in self-government that are 

now being made in Asia and Africa, especially within the Commonwealth, prove so successful, 

and by their example so compelling, that the balance will come down in favour of freedom and 

order and justice? (…) 

What Governments and Parliament in the United Kingdom have done since the war in according 25 

independence to India, Pakistan, Ceylon, Malaya, and Ghana, and what they will do for Nigeria 

and the other countries now nearing independence - all this, though we take full and sole 

responsibility for it, we do in the belief that it is the only way to establish the future of the 

Commonwealth and of the free world on sound foundations. (…) 

it has been our aim, in countries for which we have borne responsibility, not only to raise the 30 



material standards of living but to create a society which respects the rights of individuals - a 

society in which men are given the opportunity to grow to their full stature, and that must in 

our view include the opportunity to have an increasing share in political power and 

responsibility; a society in which individual merit, and individual merit alone, is the criterion 

for man's advancement whether political or economic.  (…) 35 

 The independent members of the Commonwealth do not always agree on every subject. It is 

not a condition of their association that they should do so. On the contrary, the strength of our 

Commonwealth lies largely in the fact that it is a free association of independent sovereign 

States, each responsible for ordering its own affairs but co-operating in the pursuit of common 

aims and purposes in world affairs. (…) 40 

Let us resolve to build, not to destroy. And let us remember always that weakness comes from 

division and strength from unity. 

 Harold Macmillan’s speech in front of the South African Parliament. February 3, 1960.   

 


