In CONGRESS, JuLy 4,1776

The unanimous Declaration of the thirteen united States of America

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

declare the canses which impel them to the separation.

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain
unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. — That to secure these rights,
Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed, — That whenever
any Form of Government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to
institute new Government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as to them
shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and Happiness, Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Governments long
established should not be changed for light and transient causes; and accordingly all experience hath shewn that mankind
are more disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable than to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which they are
accustomed. But when a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same Object evinces a design to
reduce them under absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, to throw off such Government, and to provide new
Guards for their future security. — Such has been the patient sufferance of these Colonies; and such is now the necessity

vhich constrains them to alter their former Systems of Government. The history of the present King of Great Britain is a

“history of repeated injuries and usurpations, all having in direct object the establishment of an absolute Tyranny over these

States. To prove this, let Facts be submitted to a candid world.
He has refused his Assent to Laws, the most wholesome and necessary for the public good.

He has forbidden his Governors to pass Laws of immediate and pressing importance, unless suspended in their operation

till his Assent should be obtained; and when so suspended, he has utterly neglected to attend to them.

He has refused to pass other Laws for the accommodation of large districts of people, unless those people wouid

relinquish the right of Representation in the Legislature, a right inestimable to them and formidable to tyrants only.

He has called together legislative bodies at places unusual, uncomfortable, and distant from the depository of their Public

Records, for the sole purpose of fatiguing them into compliance with his measures.

He has dissolved Representative Houses repeatedly, for opposing with manly firmness his invasions on the rights of the

people.

He has refused for a long time, after such dissolutions, to cause others to be elected, whereby the Legislative Powers,
*ncapable of Annihilation, have returned to the People at large for their exercise; the State remaining in the mean time

exposed to all the dangers of invasion from without, and convulsions within.




He has endeavoured to prevent the population of these States; for that purpose obstructing the Laws for Naturalization of
Foreigners; refusing to pass others to encourage their migrations hither, and raising the conditions of new Appropriations
.-of Lands. -

He has obstructed the Administration of Justice by refusing his Assent to Laws for establishing Judiciary Powers.

He has made Judges dependent on his Will alone for the tenure of their offices, and the amount and payment of their

salaries.

He has erected a multitude of New Offices, and sent hither swarms of Officers to harass our people and eat out their

substance.
He has kept among us, in times of peace, Standing Armies without the Consent of our legislatures.
He has affected to render the Military independent of and superior to the Civil Power.

He has combined with others to subject us to a jurisdiction foreign to our constitution, and unacknowledged by our laws;

giving his Assent to their Acts of pretended Legisiation:

For quartering large bodies of armed troops among us:

or protecting them, by a mock Trial from punishment for amy Murders which they should commit on the Inhabitants of

“hese States:

For cutting off our Trade with all parts of the world:

For imposing Taxes on us without our Consent:

For depriving us in many éases, of the benefit of Trial by Jury:
For transporting us beyond Seas to be tried for pretended offences:

For abolishing the free System of English Laws in a neighbouring Province, establishing therein an Arbitrary government,
and enlarging its Boundaries so as to render it at once an example and {it instrument for introducing the same absolute rule

into these Colonies

For taking away our Charters, abolishing our most valuable Laws and altering fundamentally the Forms of our

Governments:

For suspending our own Legislatures, and declaring themselves invested with power to legislate for us in all cases

 ~vhatsoever.

He has abdicated Government here, by declaring us out of his Protection and waging War against us.




He has plundered our seas, ravaged our coasts, burnt our towns, and destroyed the lives of cur peaple.

. He is at this time transporting large Armies of foreign Mercenaries to compleat the works of death, desolation, and
. yranny, already begun with circumstances of Cruelty & Perfidy scarcely paralleled in the most barbarous ages, and totally

unworthy the Head of a civilized nation.

He has constrained our fellow Citizens taken Captive on the high Seas to bear Arms against their Country, to become the

executjoners of their friends and Brethren, or to fall themselves by their Hands.

He has excited domestic insurrections amongst us, and has endeavoured to bring on the inhabitants of our frontiers, the
merciless Indian Savages whose known rule of warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages, sexes and

conditions.

In every stage of these Oppressions We have Petitioned for Redress in the most humble terms: Our repeated Petitions
have been answered only by repeated injury. A Prince, whose character is thus marked by every act which may define a

Tyrant, is unfit to be the ruler of a free people.

Nor have We been wanting in attentions to our British brethren. We have warned them from time to time of attempts by
their legislature to extend an unwarrantable jurisdiction over us. We have reminded them of the circumstances of our
emigration and settlement here. We have appealed to their native justice and magnanimity, and we have conjured them by
the ties of our commeon kindred to disavow these usurpations, which would inevitably interrupt our connections and

, orrespondence. They too have been deaf to the voice of justice and of consanguinity. We must, therefore, acquiesce in

the necessity, which denounces our Separation, and hold them, as we hold the rest of mankind, Enemies in War, in Peace

Friends.

Ed

We, therefore, the Representatives of the united States of America, in General Congress, Assembled, appealing to the
Sﬁpreme Judge of the world for the rectitude of our intentions, do, in the Name, and by Authority of the good People of
these Colonies, solemnly publish and declare, That these united Colonies are, and of Right ought to be Free and
Independent States, that they are Absolved from all Allegiance to the British Crown, and that all political connection
between them and the State of Great Britain, is and ought to be totally dissolved; and that as Free and Independent States,
they have full Power to levy War, conclude Peace, contract Alliances, establish Commerce, and to do all other Acts and
Things which Independent States may of right do. — And for the support of this Declaration, with a firm reliance on the

protection of Divine Providesce, we mutually pledge to each other our Lives, our Fortunes, and our sacred Honor.

—— John Hancock




Declaration of the Rights of Man - 1789
Approved by the National Assembly of France, August 26,1789

The representatives of the French people, organized as a National Assembly, believing that the ignorance, neglect, or
contempt of the rights of man are the sole cause of public calamities and of the corruption of governments, have
determined to set forth in a solemn declaration the natural, unalienable, and sacred rights of man, in order that this
declaration, being constantly before all the members of the Social body, shall remind them continually of their rights and
duties; in order that the acts of the legislative power, as well as those of the executive power, may be compared at any
moment with the objects and purposes of all political institutions and may thus be more respected, and, lastly, in order that
the grievances of the citizens, based hereafter upon simple and incontestable principles, shall tend to the maintenance of
the constitution and redound to the happiness of all. Therefore the National Assembly recognizes and proclaims, in the
presence and under the auspices of the Supreme Being, the following rights of man and of the citizen:

Articles:

1. Men atre born and remain free and equal in rights. Social distinctions may be founded only upon the general good.

2. The aim of all political association is the preservation of the natural and imprescriptible rights of man. These rights
are liberty, property, security, and resistance to oppression.

3. The principle of all sovereignty resides essentially in the nation. No body nor individual may exercise any authority
which does not proceed directly from the nation.

4. Liberty consists in the freedom to do everything which injures no one clse; hence the exercise of the natural rights
of each man has no limits except those which assure to the other members of the society the enjoyment of the same rights.
These limits can only be determined by law. _

5. Law can only prohibit such actions as are hurtful to society. Nothing may be prevented which is not forbidden by
law, and no one may be forced to do anything not provided for by law.

6. Law is the expression of the general will. Every citizen has a right to participate personally, or through his
representative, in its foundation. It must be the same for all, whether it protects or punishes. All citizens, being equal in
the eyes of the law, are equally eligible to all dignities and to all public positions and occupations, according to their
“bilities, and without distinction except that of their virtues and talents.

7. No person shall be accused, arrested, or imprisoned except in the cases and according to the forms prescribed by
law. Any one soliciting, transmitting, executing, or causing to be executed, any arbitrary order, shall be punished. But any
citizen summoned or arrested in virtue of the law shall submit without delay, as resistance constitutes an offense.

8. The law shall provide for such punishments only as are strictly and obviously necessary, and no one shall suffer
punishment except it be legally inflicted in virtue of a law passed and promulgated before the commission of the offense.

9. As all persons are held innocent until they shall have been declared guilty, if arrest shall be deemed indispensable,
all harshness not essential to the securing of the prisoner's person shall be severely repressed by law.

10. No one shall be disquieted on account of his opinions, including his religious views, provided their manifestation
does not disturb the public order established by law.

11. The free communication of ideas and opinions is one of the most precious of the rights of man. Every citizen may,
accordingly, speak, write, and print with freedom, but shall be responsible for such abuses of this freedom as shall be
defined by law.

12. The security of the rights of man and of the citizen requires public military forces. These forces are, therefore,
established for the good of all and not for the personal advantage of those to whom they shall be intrusted.

13. A common contribution is essential for the maintenance of the public forces and for the cost of administration.
This should be equitably distributed among all the citizens in proportion to their means.

14, All the citizens have a right to decide, either personally or by their representatives, as to the necessity of the public
contribution; to grant this freely; to know to what uses it is put; and to fix the proportion, the mode of assessment and.of
collection and the duration of the taxes. :

15. Society has the right to require of every public agent an account of his administration. :

16. A society in which the observance of the law is not assured, nor the separation of powers defined, has no
constitution at all.

_ 17. Since property is an inviolable and sacred right, no one shall be deprived thereof except where public necessity,
k - gally determined, shall clearly demand it, and then only on condition that the owner shall have been previously and
‘equitably indemnified.




-Excerpts from A Letter by Simon Bolivar

REPLY OF A SOUTH AMERICAN TO A GENTLEMAN OF THIS ISLAND
[JAMAICA]

Kingston, Jamaica, September 6, 1815.

My dear Sir: |

I hasten to reply to the letter of the 29th ultimo which you had the honor of sending me and which I
received with the greatest satisfaction.

It is harder, Montesquieu has written, to release a nation from servitude than to enslave a free nation. This
truth is proven by the annals of all times, which reveal that most free nations have been put under the
yoke, but very few enslaved nations have recovered their liberty. Despite the convictions of history, South
Americans have made efforts to obtain liberal, even perfect, institutions, doubtless out of that instinct to
aspire to the greatest possible happiness, which, common to all men, is bound to follow in civil societies
founded on the principles of justice, liberty, and equality. But are we capable of maintaining in proper
balance the difficult charge of a republic? Is it conceivable that a newly emancipated people can soar to
the heights of liberty, and, unlike Icarus, neither have its wings melt nor fall into an abyss? Such a marvel
is inconceivable and without precedent. There is no reasonable probability to bolster our hopes.

More than anyone, I desire to see America fashioned into the greatest nation in the world, greatest not so
much by virtue of her area and wealth as by her freedom and glory. Although I seek perfection for the
government of my country, I cannot persuade myself that the New World can, at the moment, be
organized as a great republic. Since it is impossible, I dare not desire it; yet much less do T desire to have
all America a monarchy because this plan is not only impracticable but also impossible, Wrongs now
existing could not be righted, and our emancipation would be fruitless. The American states need the care
of paternal governments to heal the sores and wounds of despotism and war. The parent country, for
example, might be Mexico, the only country fitted for the position by her intrinsic strength, and without
such power there can be no parent country. Let us assume it were to be the Isthmus of Panama, the most
central point of this vast continent. Would not all parts continue in their lethargy and even in their present
disorder? For a single goyvernment to infuse life into the New World; to put into use all the resources for
public prosperity; to improve, educate, and perfect the New World, that povernment would have to
possess the authority of a god, much less the knowledge and virtues of mankind.

The party spirit that today keeps our states in constant agitation would assume still greater proportions
were a central power established, for that power--the only force capable of checking this agitation--would
be elsewhere. Furthermore, the chief figures of the capitals would not tolerate the preponderance of
leaders at the metropolis, for they would regard these leaders as so many tyrants. Their resentments would
aftain such heights that they would compare the latter to the hated Spaniards. Any such monarchy would
be a misshapen colossus that would collapse of its own weight at the slightest disturbance.



Mr. de Pradt has wisely divided America into fifteen or seventeen mutually independent states, governed
by as many monarchs. I am in agreement on the first suggestion, as America can well tolerate seventeen
nations; as to the second, though it could easily be achieved, it would serve no purpose. Consequently, I
do not favor American monarchies. My reasons are these: The well-understood interest of a republic is
limited to the matter of its preservation, prosperity, and glory. Republicans, because they do not desire
powers which represent a directly contrary viewpoint, have no reason for expanding the boundaries of
their nation to the detriment of their own resources, solely for the purpose of having their neighbors share
a liberal constitution. They would not acquire rights or secure any advantage by conquering their
neighbors, unless they were to make them colonies, conquered territory, or allies, after the example of
Rome. But such thought and action are directly contrary to the principles of justice which characterize
republican systems; and, what is more, they are in direct opposition to the interests of their citizens,
because a state, too large of itself or together with its dependencies, ultimately falls into decay. Its free
govemment becomes a tyranny. The principles that should preserve the government are disregarded, and
finally it degenerates into despotism. The distinctive feature of small republics is permanence: that of
large republics varies, but always with a tendency toward empire. Almost all small republics have had
Jong lives. Among the larger republics, only Rome lasted for several centuries, for its capital was a
republic. The rest of her dominions were governed by diven laws and institutions.

The policy of a king is very different. His constant desire is to increase his possessions, wealth, and
authority; and with justification, for his power grows with every acquisition, both with respect to his
neighbors and his own vassals, who fear him because his power is as formidable as his empire, which he
maintains by war and conquest. For these reasons I think that the Americans, being anxious for peace,
science, art, commerce, and agriculture, would prefer republics to kingdoms. And, further, it seems to me
that these desires conform with the aims of Europe.

We know little about the opinions prevailing in Buenos Aires, Chile, and Pert. Judging by what seeps
through and by conjecture, Buenos Aires will have a centfal government in which the military, as a result
of its internal dissensions and external wars, will have the upper hand. Such a constitutional system will
necessarily degenerate into an oligarchy or a monocracy, with a variety of restrictions the exact nature of
which no one can now foresee. It would be unfortunate if this situation were to follow because the people
there deserve a more glorious destiny.

Such, Sir, are the thoughts and observations that I have the honor to submit to you, so that you may accept
ot reject them according to their merit. I beg you to understand that I have expounded them because I do
not wish to appear discourteous and not because I consider myself competent to enlighten you conceming
these matters. |

I am, Sir, etc., ete.

SIMON BOLIVAR




