
Why They Matter
Documents are often public statements by a presi-

dent or an official body, such as a legislature, on an
important issue. They have become documents

because they define a particular issue so well
that Americans continue to refer to them.

Many documents here address fundamen-
tal American beliefs, such as the rights of 
the individual and the proper limits 
of government. Other documents, such
as the Monroe Doctrine or the Truman
Doctrine, address the nation’s position
and responsibilities in the world.

Documents matter because they
are guides to American government
and values. Sometimes people study
them to learn how Americans came to

believe in certain principles. Other times
people read documents simply because

these writings express certain principles
passionately.
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Founding Documents of the American Republic

Silver inkwell used in
the signing of the

Constitution

Use the American History Primary Source Document Library CD-ROM to find 
additional primary sources about American heritage.

The Magna Carta In signing this charter in 1215, King

John of England granted his subjects certain permanent

liberties or rights, such as the right to a fair trial by a jury

of their peers.

The Mayflower Compact In 1620 the Pilgrims

signed a compact while still aboard the Mayflower. This

document laid out a plan for self-government the

Pilgrims would use once they landed in America.

The Fundamental Orders of Connecticut Connecticut

settlers agreed they would be governed according to a

certain set of laws and through certain institutions. All

citizens, not only those of a certain religion, could vote.

The English Bill of Rights In 1689, after the Glorious

Revolution, Parliament forced the king to accept this Bill

of Rights guaranteeing basic civil rights.

Second Treatise of Government English philoso-

pher John Locke wrote this document during the 1680s.

One of his basic arguments was that government should

be based on a contract between a ruler and those who

are ruled. Rebellion is justified if a ruler violates the 

contract.

The Virginia Statute for Religious Freedom This

1786 statute declared that the state of Virginia should not

support Anglicanism or any other religious denomination.

The Federalist No. 10 In 1787 James Madison wrote

this paper, one of a series arguing for stronger central

government as reflected in the new Constitution.

Over the centuries, English people believed that the

Magna Carta gave them certain rights. They took this

idea with them when they settled the American colonies.

Some provisions of the Bill of Rights reflect ancient

Magna Carta liberties.

This document is the first plan for self-government put

into effect in the English colonies. It reflected the idea

that government should be based on a consensus of the

entire community.

This document, the first written constitution drawn up in

America, strengthened the colonists’ beliefs about 

governing themselves.

This document clearly established that English subjects

had certain rights and that the king could be removed

from power for violating those rights.

During the American Revolution, the colonists drew from

Locke’s theories of government and especially his ideas

about the right to rebel.

The religious clauses of the Bill of Rights protecting the

free exercise of religion and prohibiting an official reli-

gion were based on this statute.

The framework for American government today—

a representative government with a strong federal

government—was laid out in the Federalist Papers.

The first seven documents in this collection represent some of the founding docu-
ments of American democracy. Each contributed an essential building block for
American political principles. Ultimately these principles were embodied in the
Declaration of Independence, the Bill of Rights, and the Constitution.
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1060 Documents of American History

The Magna Carta, signed by King John 
of England in 1215, marked a decisive step 
forward in the development of English con-
stitutional government. Later it served as 
a model for the colonists, who carried the
Magna Carta’s guarantees of political rights
to America.

John, by the grace of God, king of England,
lord of Ireland, duke of Normandy and
Aquitaine, and count of Anjou: to the archbish-
ops, bishops, abbots, earls, barons, justiciaries,
foresters, sheriffs, reeves, ministers, and all
bailiffs and others his faithful subjects,
greeting. . . . 

1. We have, in the first place, granted to
God, and by this our present charter, con-
firmed for us and our heirs forever that the
English church shall be free. . . . 

9. Neither we nor our bailiffs shall seize
any land or rent for any debt so long as the
debtor’s chattels are sufficient to discharge 
the same. . . . 

12. No scutage [tax] or aid shall be imposed
in our kingdom unless by the common counsel
thereof. . . .

14. For obtaining the common counsel of
the kingdom concerning the assessment of
aids. . . or of scutage, we will cause to be sum-
moned, severally by our letters, the archbish-
ops, bishops, abbots, earls, and great barons;
we will also cause to be summoned generally,
by our sheriffs and bailiffs, all those who hold
lands directly of us, to meet on a fixed day . . .
and at a fixed place. . . . 

20. A free man shall be amerced [punished]
for a small fault only according to the measure
thereof, and for a great crime according to its
magnitude. . . . None of these amercements

shall be imposed except by the oath of honest
men of the neighborhood.

21. Earls and barons shall be amerced only
by their peers, and only in proportion to the
measure of the offense. . . . 

38. In the future no bailiff shall upon his
own unsupported accusation put any man to
trial without producing credible witnesses to
the truth of the accusation.

39. No free man shall be taken, imprisoned,
disseised [seized], outlawed, banished, or in
any way destroyed, nor will we proceed
against or prosecute him, except by the lawful
judgment of his peers and by the law of the
land.

40. To no one will we sell, to none will we
deny or delay, right or justice. . . . 

42. In the future it shall be lawful . . . for
anyone to leave and return to our kingdom
safely and securely by land and water, saving
his fealty to us. Excepted are those who have
been imprisoned or outlawed according to the
law of the land. . . . 

61. Whereas we, for the honor of God and
the amendment of our realm, and in order the
better to allay the discord arisen between us
and our barons, have granted all these things
aforesaid. . . . 

63. Wherefore we will, and firmly charge . . .
that all men in our kingdom shall have and
hold all the aforesaid liberties, rights, and con-
cessions . . . fully, and wholly to them and their
heirs . . . in all things and places forever. . . . It
is moreover sworn, as well on our part as on
the part of the barons, that all these matters
aforesaid will be kept in good faith and with-
out deceit. Witness the above named and
many others. Given by our hand in the
meadow which is called Runnymede. . . . 
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On November 21, 1620, 41 colonists
drafted the Mayflower Compact while still
aboard the Mayflower. It was the first self-
government plan ever put into effect in the
English colonies. The compact was drawn up
under these circumstances, as described by
Governor William Bradford:

“This day, before we came to harbor, observ-
ing some not well affected to unity and concord,
but gave some appearance of faction, it was
thought good there should be an association
and agreement that we should combine together
in one body, and to submit to such government
and governors as we should by common consent
agree to make and choose, and set our hands to
this that follows word for word.”

In the Name of God, Amen. We, whose
names are underwritten, the Loyal Subjects of
our dread Sovereign Lord King James, by the
Grace of God, of Great Britain, France, and
Ireland, King, Defender of the Faith, etc.

Having undertaken for the Glory of God,
and Advancement of the Christian Faith, and
the honor of our King and Country, a Voyage
to plant the first Colony in the northern Parts
of Virginia, Do by these Presents, solemnly
and mutually, in the Presence of God and one
another, covenant and combine ourselves
together into a civil Body Politick, for our
better Ordering and Preservation, and
Furtherance of the Ends aforesaid; And by
Virtue hereof do enact, constitute, and frame,
such just and equal Laws, Ordinances, Acts,
Constitutions, and Offices, from time to time,
as shall be thought most meet and conven-
ient for the general Good of the Colony; 
unto which we promise all due Submission
and Obedience. In Witness whereof we have
hereunder subscribed our names at Cape
Cod the eleventh of November, in the Reign
of our Sovereign Lord King James of
England, France, and Ireland, the eighteenth
and of Scotland, the fifty-fourth. Anno
Domini, 1620.
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In January 1639, settlers in Connecticut,
led by Thomas Hooker, drew up the Funda-
mental Orders of Connecticut—America’s first
written constitution. It is essentially a body
of laws and a compact among the settlers.

Forasmuch as it has pleased the Almighty
God by the wise disposition of His Divine
Providence so to order and dispose of things
that we, the inhabitants and residents of
Windsor, Hartford, and Wethersfield are now
cohabiting and dwelling in and upon the river
of Conectecotte and the lands thereunto adjoin-
ing; and well knowing where a people are gath-
ered together the Word of God requires that, to
maintain the peace and union of such a people,
there should be an orderly and decent govern-
ment established according to God, . . . do there-
fore associate and conjoin ourselves to be as one
public state or commonwealth. . . . As also in our
civil affairs to be guided and governed accord-
ing to such laws, rules, orders, and decrees as
shall be made, ordered, and decreed, as follows:

1. It is ordered . . . that there shall be yearly
two general assemblies or courts; . . . The first
shall be called the Court of Election, wherein
shall be yearly chosen . . . so many magistrates
and other public officers as shall be found 
requisite. Whereof one to be 
chosen governor . . . and no other
magistrate to be chosen for more
than one year; provided aways
there be six chosen besides the
governor . . . by all that are admit-
ted freemen and have taken the
oath of fidelity, and do cohabit
within this jurisdiction. . . . 

4. It is ordered . . . that no
person be chosen governor above
once in two years, and that the
governor be always a member of
some approved congregation, and
formerly of the magistracy within
this jurisdiction; and all the mag-
istrates freemen of this
Commonwealth. . . . 

5. It is ordered . . . that to the aforesaid
Court of Election the several towns shall send
their deputies. . . . Also, the other General
Court . . . shall be for making of laws, and any
other public occasion which concerns the good
of the Commonwealth. . . . 

7. It is ordered . . . that . . . the constable 
or constables of each town shall forthwith
give notice distinctly to the inhabitants of the
same . . . that . . . they meet and assemble
themselves together to elect and choose cer-
tain deputies to be at the General Court then
following to [manage] the affairs of the
Commonwealth; . . . 

10. It is ordered . . . that every General
Court . . . shall consist of the governor, or
someone chosen to moderate the Court, and
four other magistrates, at least, with the major
part of the deputies of the several towns legally
chosen. . . . In which said General Courts shall
consist the supreme power of the Common-
wealth, and they only shall have power to
make laws or repeal them, to grant levies, to
admit of freemen, dispose of lands undisposed
of to several towns or person, and also shall
have power to call either Court or magistrate
or any other person whatsoever into question
for any misdemeanor. . . . 

Connecticut settlers on their way to Hartford
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In 1689 William of Orange (pictured at
right) and his wife Mary became joint rulers
of England after accepting a list of conditions
that later became known as the English Bill
of Rights. This document assured the English
people of certain basic civil rights and lim-
ited the power of the English monarchy.

An act declaring the rights and liberties of
the subject and settling the succession of the
crown. Whereas the lords spiritual and tempo-
ral and commons assembled at Westminster
lawfully fully and freely representing all the
estates of the people of this realm did upon the
thirteenth day of February in the year of our
Seal of William and Mary Lord one thousand
six hundred eighty-eight [-nine] present unto
their majesties . . . William and Mary prince
and princess of Orange . . . a certain declara-
tion in writing made by the said lords and
commons in the words following viz [namely]

Whereas the late king James the second, by
the assistance of divers evil counsellors, judges,
and ministers employed by him did endeavor
to subvert and extirpate the protestant religion
and the laws and liberties of this kingdom.

By assuming and exercising a power of 
dispensing with and suspending of laws and
the execution of laws without consent of 
parliament. . . . 

By levying money for and to the use of the
crown by pretence of prerogative for other
time and in other manner than the same was
granted by parliament.

By raising and keeping a standing army
within this kingdom in time of peace without
consent of parliament and quartering soldiers
contrary to law. . . .

By violating the freedom of election of
members to serve in parliament. . . . 

And excessive bail hath been required of
persons committed in criminal cases to elude
the benefit of the laws made for the liberty of
the subjects.

And excessive fines have been imposed.

And illegal and cruel punishments
inflicted. . . .

And thereupon the said lords spiritual and
temporal and commons . . . do . . . declare that
the pretended power of suspending of laws or
the execution of laws by regal authority with-
out consent of parliament is illegal. . . . 

That levying money for or to the use of the
crown . . . without grant of parliament for
longer time or in other manner than the same
is or shall be granted is illegal.

That it is the right of the subjects to petition
the king and all commitments and prosecu-
tions for such petitioning are illegal.

That the raising or keeping a standing army
within the kingdom in time of peace unless it
be with consent of parliament is against
law. . . .

That election of members of parliament
ought to be free. . . . 

That excessive bail ought not to be required
nor excessive fines imposed nor cruel and
unusual punishments inflicted. . . . 

The said lords . . . do resolve that William
and Mary, prince and princess of Orange, be
declared king and queen of England, France,
and Ireland. . . . 
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English philosopher John Locke (above)
wrote “Two Treatises of Government” in the
early 1680s. Published in 1690, the “Second
Treatise of Government” argues that govern-
ment should be based on an agreement
between the people and their ruler, and that if
the ruler violates the agreement, a rebellion
by the people may be justified.

Of the State of Nature

To understand Political Power right, and to
derive it from its Original, we must consider
what State all Men are naturally in, and that 
is, a State of perfect Freedom to order their
Actions, and dispose of their Possessions, and
Persons as they think fit, within the bounds
of the Law of Nature, without asking leave,
or depending upon the Will of any other
Man. . . .

Of the Beginning of Political Societies

Men being, as has been said, by Nature, all
free, equal and independent, no one can be put
out of this Estate, and subjected to the Political
Power of another, without his own Consent.

The only way whereby any one divests
himself of his Natural Liberty, and puts on 
the bonds of Civil Society is by agreeing 
with other Men to joyn and unite into a
Community, for their comfortable, safe, and
peaceable living one amongst another, in a
secure Enjoyment of their properties, and a
greater Security against any that are not of it.
This any number of Men may do, because it
injures not the Freedom of the rest; they are
left as they were in the Liberty of the State 
of Nature. . . . 

Whosoever therefore out of a state of Nature
unite into a Community, must be understood
to give up all the power, necessary to the ends
for which they unite into Society, to the major-
ity of the Community. . . .

Of the Dissolution of Government 

Governments are dissolved from within 
. . . when the Legislative is altered. . . . First,
that when such a single Person or Prince sets
up his own Arbitrary Will in place of the Laws,
which are the Will of the Society, declared 
by the Legislative, then the Legislative is
changed. . . . Secondly, when the Prince hin-
ders the legislative from . . . acting freely,
pursuant to those ends, for which it was
Constituted, the Legislative is altered. . . .
Thirdly, When by the Arbitrary Power of the
Prince, the Electors, or ways of Election are
altered, without the Consent, and contrary to
the common Interest of the People, there also
the Legislative is altered. . . . 

In these and the like Cases, when the
Government is dissolved, the People are at lib-
erty to provide for themselves, by erecting a
new Legislative, differing from the other, by
the change of Persons, or Form, or both as they
shall find it most for their safety and good. For
the Society can never, by the fault of another,
lose the Native and Original Right it has to
preserve itself. . . .
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This statute, excerpted below, was the
basis for the religion clauses in the Bill of
Rights. Thomas Jefferson drafted the statute,
and James Madison guided it through the
Virginia legislature in 1786. The issue it
addresses arose when the new state consid-
ered whether citizens should continue to 
support the Anglican Church, as they had 
in colonial times, or whether they should
support any or all other denominations. 

Whereas Almighty God hath created the
mind free; that all attempts to influence it by
temporal punishments . . . tend only to beget
habits of hypocrisy and meanness, and are a
departure from the plan of the Holy author of
our religion; . . . that the impious presumption
of legislators and rulers, civil as well as ecclesi-
astical, who being themselves but fallible and
uninspired men, have assumed dominion over
the faith of others, setting up their own opin-
ions and modes of thinking as the only true
and infallible, and as such endeavouring to
impose them on others, hath established and
maintained false religions over the greatest
part of the world, and through all time; . . .
that to compel a man to furnish contributions
of money for the propagation of opinions which
he disbelieves, is sinful and tyrannical; . . . that
our civil rights have no dependence on our
religious opinions, any more than our opinions
in physics or geometry; that therefore the pro-
scribing any citizen as unworthy the public
confidence by laying upon him an incapacity
of being called to offices of trust . . . unless he
profess or renounce this or that religious opin-
ion, is depriving him injuriously of those privi-
leges and advantages to which in common

with his fellow-citizens he has a natural right;
that it tends only to corrupt the principles of
that religion it is meant to encourage, by brib-
ing with a monopoly of worldly honours and
emoluments, those who will externally profess
and conform to it . . . :

Be it enacted by the General Assembly, That
no man shall be compelled to frequent or sup-
port any religious worship, place, or ministry
whatsoever, nor shall be enforced, restrained,
molested, or burthened in his body or goods,
nor shall otherwise suffer on account of his
religious opinions or belief; but that all men
shall be free to profess, and by argument to
maintain, their opinion in matters of religion,
and that the same shall in no wise diminish
enlarge, or affect their civil capacities. . . .

Thomas Jefferson
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James Madison (pictured at right) wrote
several articles for a New York newspaper 
supporting ratification of the Constitution . 
In the excerpt below, he argues for the idea of 
a federal republic as a guard against factions,
or overzealous parties, in governing the nation.

The latent causes of faction are thus sown in
the nature of man; and we see them every-
where. . . . A zeal for different opinions concern-
ing religion, concerning government, 
and many other points; . . . an attachment to 
different leaders ambitiously contending for 
pre-eminence and power . . . have, in turn,
divided mankind into parties . . . disposed to
vex and oppress each other than to cooperate
for their common good. . . . But the most com-
mon and durable source of factions has been
the various and unequal distribution of prop-
erty. Those who hold and those who are with-
out property have ever formed distinct interests
in society. Those who are creditors, and those
who are debtors, fall under a like discrimina-
tion. A landed interest, a manufacturing inter-
est, a mercantile interest, a moneyed interest,
with many lesser interests, grow up of necessity
in civilized nations, and divide them into differ-
ent classes, actuated by different sentiments
and views. The regulation of these various and
interfering interests forms the principal task of
modern legislation and involves the spirit of
party and faction in the necessary and ordinary
operations of government. . . .

The inference to which we are brought is
that the causes of faction cannot be removed
and relief is only to be sought in the means of
controlling its effects. . . .

By what means is this object attainable?
Evidently by one of two only. Either the exis-
tence of the same passion or interest in a
majority at the same time must be prevented,
or the majority, having such coexistent passion
or interest, must be rendered, by their number
and local situation, unable to concert and carry
into effect schemes of oppression. . . .

From this . . . it may be concluded that a
pure democracy, by which I mean a society
consisting of a small number of citizens, who
assemble and administer the government in
person, can admit of no cure for the mischiefs
of faction. A common passion or interest will,
in almost every case, be felt by a majority of
the whole; a communication and concert
results from the form of government itself; and
there is nothing to check the inducements to
sacrifice the weaker party or an obnoxious
individual. Hence it is that such democracies
have ever been spectacles of turbulence and
contention. . . . 

A republic, by which I mean a government
in which the scheme of representation takes
place, opens a different prospect and promises
the cure for which we are seeking. . . .

The two great points of difference between
a democracy and a republic are: first, the dele-
gation of the government in the latter to a
small number of citizens elected by the rest;
secondly, the greater number of citizens and
great sphere of country over which the latter
may be extended. 
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The author of this Federalist paper is 
not known. It may have been either James
Madison or Alexander Hamilton. The author
argues that the Constitution’s federal system
and separation of powers will protect the
rights of the people.

In order to lay a due foundation for that
separate and distinct exercise of the different
powers of government, which to a certain ex-
tent is admitted on all hands to be essential to
the preservation of liberty, it is evident that. . .
the great security against a gradual concen-
tration of the several powers in the same
department, consists in giving to those who
administer each department the necessary 
constitutional means and personal motives 
to resist encroachments of the others. . . .

Ambition must be made to counteract
ambition. . . . A dependence on the people is, no
doubt, the primary control on the government;
but experience has taught mankind the neces-
sity of auxiliary precautions. . . . The constant

aim is to divide and arrange the several offices
in such a manner as that each may be a check
on the other. . . . In the compound republic of
America, the power surrendered by the people
is first divided between two distinct govern-
ments, and then the portion allotted to each
subdivided among distinct and separate
departments. . . . 

In a free government the security for civil
rights must be the same as that for religious
rights. It consists in the one case in the multi-
plicity of interests, and in the other in the
multiplicity of sects. . . . In the extended
republic of the United States, and among the
great variety of interests, parties, and sects
which it embraces, a coalition of a majority 
of the whole society could seldom take place
on any other principles than those of justice
and the general good. . . . It is no less certain
than it is important . . . that the larger the
society, provided it lie within a practical
sphere, the more duly capable it will be of
self-government. 

In this Federalist paper, Alexander
Hamilton explains why Congress, and not the
states, should have the final say in how fed-
eral elections are conducted.

The natural order of the subject leads us to
consider . . . that provision of the Constitution
which authorizes the national legislature to
regulate, in the last resort, the election of its
own members. . . .  Its propriety rests upon the
evidence of this plain proposition, that every
government ought to contain in itself the
means of its own preservation. . . . Nothing
can be more evident, than that an exclusive
power of regulating elections for the national
government, in the hands of the state legisla-
tures, would leave the existence of the union
entirely at their mercy. They could at any 

moment annihilate it, by neglecting to provide
for the choice of persons to administer its
affairs. . . . 

It is certainly true that the state legislatures,
by forbearing the appointment of senators,
may destroy the national government. But it
will not follow that, because they have a
power to do this in one instance, they ought to
have it in every other. . . . It is an evil; but it is
an evil which could not have been avoided
without excluding the states . . . from a place
in the organization of the national govern-
ment. If this had been done, it would doubt-
less have been interpreted into an entire
dereliction of the federal principle; and would
certainly have deprived the state governments
of that absolute safeguard which they will
enjoy under this provision. . . . 
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Washington never orally delivered his
Farewell Address. Instead, he arranged to
have it printed in a Philadelphia newspaper
on September 19, 1796. Designed in part to
remove him from consideration for a third
presidential term, the address also warned
about dangers the new nation was facing,
especially the dangers of political parties 
and sectionalism.

Friends and Fellow Citizens:

The period for a new election of a citizen to
administer the executive government of the
United States being not far distant . . . I should
now apprise you of the resolution I have
formed to decline being considered. . . . 

The unity of government which constitutes
you one people is . . . a main pillar in the edifice
of your real independence; the support of your
tranquility at home, your peace abroad; of your
safety; of your prosperity in every shape; of that
very liberty which you so highly prize. But as it
is easy to foresee that, from different causes and
from different quarters, much pains will be
taken, many artifices employed to weaken in
your minds the conviction of this truth. . . . 

The name of American, which belongs to
you, in your national capacity, must always
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than
any appellation derived from local
discriminations. . . . 

In contemplating the causes which may dis-
turb our Union, it occurs as matter of serious
concern that any ground should have been
furnished for characterizing parties by geo-
graphical discriminations: Northern and
Southern; Atlantic and Western; whence
designing men may endeavor to excite a belief
that there is a real difference of local interests
and views. . . . 

Let me now take a more comprehensive
view and warn you in the most solemn
manner against the baneful effects of the spirit
of party generally. . . .

The alternate domination of one faction
over another, sharpened by the spirit of
revenge natural to party dissension . . . is itself
a frightful despotism. . . . 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead
to political prosperity, religion and morality
are indispensable supports. . . . A volume
could not trace all their connections with pri-
vate and public felicity. Let it simply be asked
where is the security for property, for reputa-
tion, for life, if the sense of religious obligation
desert the oaths, which are the instruments of
investigation in courts of justice? And let us
with caution indulge the supposition, that
morality can be maintained without religion.
Whatever may be conceded to the influence of
refined education on minds of peculiar struc-
ture—reason and experience both forbid us to
expect that national morality can prevail in
exclusion of religious principle.

The great rule of conduct for us, in regard to
foreign nations, is in extending our commer-
cial relations to have with them as little politi-
cal connection as possible. . . . 

In offering you, my countrymen, these
counsels of an old and affectionate friend, I
dare not hope that they will make the strong
and lasting impression I could wish. . . . But 
if I may even flatter myself that they may be
productive of some partial benefit. . . . 

Washington preparing to leave office
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The Alien and Sedition Acts of 1798 made
it easier for the government to suppress criti-
cism and to arrest political enemies. This
Federalist legislation inspired fierce opposi-
tion among Republicans, who looked to the
state governments to reverse the acts. Two
states, Kentucky and Virginia, passed resolu-
tions stating their right to, in effect, disregard
federal legislation. The resolutions laid the
groundwork for the states’ rights often cited
during the Civil War. Thomas Jefferson wrote
the Kentucky Resolution, excerpted below,
which was adopted in 1799.

RESOLVED, . . . that if those who adminis-
ter the general government be permitted to
transgress the limits fixed by that compact, by

a total disregard to the special delegations of
power therein contained, annihilation of the
state governments, and the erection upon
their ruins, of a general consolidated govern-
ment, will be the inevitable consequence; that
the principle and construction contended for
by sundry of the state legislatures, that the
general government is the exclusive judge of
the extent of the powers delegated to it, stop
nothing short of despotism; . . . that the 
several states who formed that instrument, 
being sovereign and independent, have 
the unquestionable right to judge of its 
infraction; and that a nullification, by those
sovereignties, of all unauthorized acts done
under colour of that instrument, is the rightful
remedy; . . . 

During the British bombardment of Fort McHenry during
the War of 1812, a young Baltimore lawyer named Francis Scott
Key was inspired to write the words to “The Star-Spangled
Banner.” Although it became popular immediately, it was not
until 1931 that Congress officially declared “The Star-Spangled
Banner” as the national anthem of the United States.

O! say can you see, by the dawn’s early light,

What so proudly we hail’d at the twilight’s last gleaming,

Whose broad stripes and bright stars through the perilous fight,

O’er the ramparts we watch’d, were so gallantly streaming?

And the Rockets’ red glare, the Bombs bursting in air,

Gave proof through the night that our Flag was still there;

O! say, does that star-spangled Banner yet wave,

O’er the Land of the free, and the home of the brave!

Fort McHenry flag

Francis Scott Key
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One of the first documents to call for
equal rights for women was the Declaration
of Sentiments and Resolutions, issued in 1848
at the Seneca Falls Convention in Seneca
Falls, New York. Led by Lucretia Mott and
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, the delegates at the
convention used the language of the Bill of
Rights to call for women’s rights.

We hold these truths to be self-evident: that
all men and women are created equal; that
they are endowed by their Creator with cer-
tain inalienable rights; that among these are
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that
to secure these rights governments are insti-
tuted, deriving their just powers from the
consent of the governed. Whenever any form

of government becomes destructive of these
ends, it is the right of those who suffer from 
it to refuse allegiance to it, and to insist upon
the institution of a new government. . . .

The history of mankind is a history of
repeated injuries and usurpations
on the part of man toward
woman, having in direct object
the establishment of an absolute
tyranny over her. 

Now, in view of this entire
disfranchisement . . . we insist
that they have immediate admis-
sion to all the rights and privi-
leges which belong to them as
citizens of the United States. . . . 

When Spain’s power in South America
began to weaken, other European nations
seemed ready to step in. The United States 
was developing trade and diplomatic relations
with South America, and it wanted to curb
European influence there. The following is a
statement President Monroe made on the 
subject in his annual message to Congress on
December 2, 1823. 

The occasion has been judged proper for
asserting, as a principle in which the rights
and interests of the United States are involved,
that the American continents, by the free and
independent condition which they have
assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to
be considered as subjects for future coloniza-
tion by any European powers. . . .

. . . We owe it, therefore, to candor and to
the amicable relations existing between the
United States and those [European] powers to
declare that we should consider any attempt
on their part to extend their system to any por-
tion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our

peace and safety. With the existing colonies or
dependencies of any European power we have
not interfered and shall not interfere. But with
the Governments who have declared their
independence and maintain it, and whose
independence we have, on great consideration
and on just principles, acknowledged, we
could not view any interposition for the pur-
pose of oppressing them, or controlling in any
other manner their destiny, by any European
power in any other light than as the manifesta-
tion of an unfriendly disposition toward the
United States. . . . 

Our policy in regard to Europe, which was
adopted at an early stage of the wars which
have so long agitated that quarter of the globe,
nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to
interfere in the internal concerns of any of its
powers; to consider the government de facto as
the legitimate government for us; to cultivate
friendly relations with it, and to preserve those
relations by a frank, firm, and manly policy,
meeting in all instances the just claims of every
power, submitting to injuries from none. 

Lucretia Mott
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On January 1, 1863, President Abraham
Lincoln issued the Emancipation Proclama-
tion, which freed all enslaved persons in states
under Confederate control. The Proclamation
was a significant step toward the passage of
the Thirteenth Amendment (1865), which
ended slavery in the United States.

Whereas, on the 22nd day of September, in
the year of our Lord 1862, a proclamation was
issued by the President of the United States,
containing, among other things, the following,
to wit:

That on the 1st day of January, in the year of
our Lord 1863, all persons held as slaves
within any state or designated part of a state,
the people whereof shall then be in rebellion
against the United States, shall be then, thence-
forward, and forever free; and the executive
government of the United States, including the
military and naval authority thereof, will rec-
ognize and maintain the freedom of such per-
sons and will do no act or acts to repress such
persons, or any of them, in any efforts they
may make for their actual freedom.

That the executive will, on the 1st day
January aforesaid, by proclamation, designate
the states and parts of states, if any, in which the
people thereof, respectively, shall then be in
rebellion against the United States; and the fact
that any state or the people thereof shall on that
day be in good faith represented in the Congress
of the United States by members chosen thereto
at elections wherein a majority of the qualified
voters of such states shall have participated
shall, in the absence of strong countervailing
testimony, be deemed conclusive evidence that
such state and the people thereof are not then in
rebellion against the United States.

Now, therefore, I, Abraham Lincoln,
President of the United States, by virtue of the
power in me vested as commander in chief of
the Army and Navy of the United States, in
time of actual armed rebellion against the

authority and government of the United
States, and as a fit and necessary war measure
for suppressing said rebellion, do, on this 1st
day of January, in the year of our Lord 1863,
and in accordance with my purpose so to do,
publicly proclaimed for the full period of 100
days from the day first above mentioned,
order, and designate as the states and parts of
states wherein the people thereof, respectively,
are this day in rebellion against the United
States. . . . 

And, by virtue of the power and for the pur-
pose aforesaid, I do order and declare that all
persons held as slaves within said designated
states and parts of states are, and henceforward
shall be, free; and that the executive government
of the United States, including the military and
naval authorities thereof, will recognize and
maintain the freedom of said persons. . . . 

And upon this act, sincerely believed to be
an act of justice, warranted by the Constitution
upon military necessity, I invoke the consider-
ate judgment of mankind and the gracious
favor of Almighty God. . . .

Abraham Lincoln
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President Abraham Lincoln delivered the
Gettysburg Address on November 19, 1863,
during the dedication of the Gettysburg
National Cemetery. The dedication was in
honor of the more than 7,000 Union and
Confederate soldiers who died in the Battle
of Gettysburg earlier that year. Lincoln’s
brief speech is often recognized as one of the
finest speeches in the English language. It is
also one of the most moving speeches in the
nation’s history.

There are five known manuscript copies of
the address, two of which are in the Library
of Congress. Scholars debate about which, if
any, of the existing manuscripts comes closest
to Lincoln’s actual words that day.

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

Now we are engaged in a great civil war, test-
ing whether that nation or any nation so con-
ceived and so dedicated can long endure. We
are met on a great battlefield of that war. We
have come to dedicate a portion of that field as a
final resting-place for those who here gave their
lives that that nation might live. It is altogether

fitting and proper that
we should do this. 

But in a larger sense,
we cannot dedicate, we
cannot consecrate, we
cannot hallow this
ground. The brave
men, living and dead
who struggled here
have consecrated it far
above our poor power
to add or detract. The
world will little note nor
long remember what we
say here, but it can never forget what they did
here. It is for us the living rather to be dedi-
cated here to the unfinished work which they
who fought here have thus far so nobly
advanced. It is rather for us to be here dedi-
cated to the great task remaining before us—
that from these honored dead we take
increased devotion to that cause for which they
gave the last full measure of devotion—that we
here highly resolve that these dead shall not
have died in vain, that this nation under God
shall have a new birth of freedom, and that
government of the people, by the people, for
the people shall not perish from the earth. 

In 1892 the nation celebrated the
400th anniversary of Columbus’s landing
in America. In connection with this cele-
bration, Francis Bellamy, a magazine
editor, wrote and published the Pledge of
Allegiance. The words “under God” were
added by Congress in 1954 at the urging
of President Dwight D. Eisenhower.

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America and to the
Republic for which it stands, one Nation
under God, indivisible, with liberty and
justice for all.

National monument 
at Gettysburg

Students in a New York City school
reciting the Pledge of Allegiance
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An early expression of American imperial-
ism came in the annexation of Hawaii. With
the support of the American government, a
small number of American troops overthrew
the Hawaiian monarchy in January 1893. The
excerpt below is from President Benjamin
Harrison’s written message to Congress. He
sent the message along with the treaty for
annexation to Congress on February 15, 1893.

I do not deem it necessary to discuss at any
length the conditions which have resulted in
this decisive action. It has been the policy of
the administration not only to respect but to
encourage the continuance of an independent
government in the Hawaiian Islands so long as
it afforded suitable guarantees for the protec-
tion of life and property and maintained a sta-
bility and strength that gave adequate security
against the domination of any other power. . . .

The overthrow of the monarchy was not in
any way promoted by this government, but
had its origin in what seems to have been a
reactionary and revolutionary policy on the
part of Queen Liliuokalani, which put in seri-
ous peril not only the large and preponderat-
ing interests of the United States . . . but all

foreign interests. . . . It is quite evident that the
monarchy had become effete and the queen’s
government is weak and inadequate as to be
the prey of designing and unscrupulous per-
sons. The restoration of Queen Liliuokalani . . .
is undesirable . . . and unless actively sup-
ported by the United States would be accom-
panied by serious disaster and the disorgani-
zation of all business interests. The influence
and interest of the United States in the islands
must be increased and not diminished.

Only two courses are now open—one the
establishment of a protectorate by the United
States, and the other annexation, full and com-
plete. I think the latter course, which has been
adopted in the treaty, will be highly promo-
tive of the best interest of the Hawaiian peo-
ple and is the only one that will adequately
secure the interests of the United States. These
interests are not wholly selfish. It is essential
that none of the other great powers shall
secure these islands. Such a possession would
not consist with our safety and with the peace
of the world. This view of the situation is so
apparent and conclusive that no protest has
been heard from any government against 
proceedings looking to annexation. 

In the patriotic fervor of  World War I,
national leaders sponsored a contest in
which writers submitted ideas for a national
creed that would be a brief summary of
American beliefs. Of the 3,000 entries, the
judges selected that of William Tyler Page as
the winner. In a 1918 ceremony in the House
of Representatives, the Speaker of the House
accepted the creed for the United States.

I believe in the United States of America as a
Government of the people, by the people, for

the people, whose just powers are derived
from the consent of the governed; a democracy
in a republic; a sovereign Nation of many
sovereign States; a perfect union, one and
inseparable; established upon those principles
of freedom, equality, justice, and humanity for
which American patriots sacrificed their lives
and fortunes.

I therefore believe it is my duty to my
Country to love it; to support its Constitution;
to obey its laws; to respect its flag, and to
defend it against all enemies.
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to obey its laws; to respect its flag, and to
defend it against all enemies.
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On January 8, 1918, President Woodrow
Wilson went before Congress to offer a state-
ment of war aims called the Fourteen Points.
They reflected Wilson’s belief that if the
international community accepted certain
basic principles of conduct and set up institu-
tions to carry them out, there would be peace
in the world.

We entered this war because violations of
right had occurred. . . . What we demand in
this war, therefore, is . . . that the world be
made fit and safe to live in. . . . 

The only possible programme, as we see it,
is this:

I. Open covenants of peace, openly
arrived at, after which there shall be no private
international understandings of any kind but
diplomacy shall proceed always frankly and in
the public view.

II. Absolute freedom of navigation upon
the seas, outside territorial waters, alike in
peace and in war. . . .

III. The removal, so far as possible, of all
economic barriers and the establishment of an
equality of trade conditions among all the
nations. . . . 

IV. Adequate guarantees given and taken
that national armaments will be reduced to the
lowest point consistent with domestic safety.

V. A free, open-minded, and absolutely
impartial adjustment of all colonial claims,
based upon a strict observance of the principle
that in determining all such questions of sov-
ereignty the interests of the populations con-
cerned must have equal weight with the
equitable claims of the government whose title
is to be determined.

VI. The evacuation of all Russian territory
and . . . opportunity for the independent deter-
mination of her own political development
and national polity. . . .

VII. Belgium . . . must be evacuated and
restored. . . . 

VIII. All French territory should be freed and
the invaded portions restored, and the wrong
done to France by Prussia in 1871 in the matter
of Alsace-Lorraine should be righted. . . . 

IX. A readjustment of the frontiers of Italy
should be effected along clearly recognizable
lines of nationality.

X. The peoples of Austria-Hungary . . .
should be accorded the freest opportunity of
autonomous development.

XI. Rumania, Serbia, and Montenegro
should be evacuated; occupied territories
restored . . . the relations of the several Balkan
states to one another determined by friendly
counsel along historically established lines of
allegiance and nationality. . . . 

XII. The Turkish portions of the present
Ottoman Empire should be assured a secure
sovereignty. . . . 

XIII. An independent Polish state should be
erected which should include the territories
inhabited by indisputably Polish
populations. . . . 

XIV. A general association of nations must
be formed under specific covenants for the pur-
pose of affording mutual guarantees of political
independence and territorial integrity. . . .

Discussion of the Fourteen Points at
the Versailles peace conference
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President Franklin D. Roosevelt deliv-
ered this address on January 6, 1941, in his
annual message to Congress. In it, Roosevelt
called for a world founded on “four essential
human freedoms”: freedom of speech and
expression, freedom of worship, freedom
from want, and freedom from fear.

Just as our national policy in internal affairs
has been based upon a decent respect for the
rights and dignity of all our fellow men within
our gates, so our national policy in foreign
affairs has been based on a decent respect for
the rights and dignity of all nations, large and
small. And the justice of morality must and
will win in the end.

Our national policy is this:

First, by an impressive expression of the
public will and without regard to partisanship,
we are committed to all-inclusive national
defense.

Second, by an impressive expression of the
public will and without regard to partisanship,
we are committed to full support of all those
resolute peoples, everywhere, who are resist-
ing aggression and are thereby keeping war
away from our Hemisphere. . . . 

Third . . . we are committed to the proposi-
tion that principles of morality and considera-
tions for our own security will never permit us
to acquiesce in a peace dictated by
aggressors. . . . 

Let us say to the democracies, “We
Americans are vitally concerned in your
defense of freedom. We are putting forth our
energies, our resources, and our organizing
powers to give you the strength to regain and
maintain a free world. We shall send you, in
ever increasing numbers, ships, planes, tanks,
guns. This is our purpose and our pledge.” In
fulfillment of this purpose we will not be
intimidated by the threats of dictators that
they will regard as a breach of international

law and as an act of war our aid to the democ-
racies which dare to resist their aggression. . . . 

In the future days, which we seek to make
secure, we look forward to a world founded
upon four essential human freedoms.

The first is freedom of speech and expres-
sion everywhere in the world.

The second is freedom of every person to
worship God in his own way everywhere in
the world.

The third is freedom from want, which,
translated into world terms, means economic
understandings which will secure to every
nation a healthy peacetime life for its inhabi-
tants everywhere in the world.

The fourth is freedom from fear—which,
translated into world terms, means a world-
wide reduction of armaments to such a point
and in such a thorough fashion that no nation
will be in a position to commit an act of physi-
cal aggression against any neighbor—any-
where in the world. . . . 

Caricature of President Roosevelt
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President Harry S Truman addressed a
joint session of Congress on March 12, 1947,
to request aid to fight Communist influence
in Greece and Turkey. His message that com-
munism had to be contained represents the
central idea of American foreign policy dur-
ing the Cold War.

The United States has received from 
the Greek Government an urgent appeal for
financial and economic assistance. . . . 

When forces of liberation entered Greece
they found that the retreating Germans had
destroyed virtually all the railways, roads, port
facilities, communications, and merchant
marine. More than a thousand villages had
been burned. Eighty-five percent of the children
were tubercular. Livestock, poultry, and draft
animals had almost disappeared. Inflation had
wiped out practically all savings. As a result of
these tragic conditions, a militant minority,
exploiting human want and misery, was able to
create political chaos which, until now, has
made economic recovery impossible. 

Greece is today without funds to finance the
importation of those goods which are essential
to bare subsistence. Under these circumstances
the people of Greece cannot make progress in
solving their problems of reconstruction.
Greece is in desperate need of financial and
economic assistance to enable it to resume pur-
chases of food, clothing, fuel and seeds. These
are indispensable for the subsistence of its peo-
ple and are obtainable only from abroad.
Greece must have help to import the goods
necessary to restore internal order and security,
so essential for economic and political
recovery. . . .

Meanwhile, the Greek Government is unable
to cope with the situation. The Greek army is
small and poorly equipped. It needs supplies
and equipment if it is to restore the authority of
the government throughout Greek territory.
Greece must have assistance if it is to become a
self-supporting and self-respecting democracy. 

The United States must supply that assis-
tance. We have already extended to Greece cer-
tain types of relief and economic aid but these
are inadequate. There is no other country to
which democratic Greece can turn. . . . 

No government is perfect. One of the chief
virtues of a democracy, however, is that its
defects are always visible and under democratic
processes can be pointed out and corrected. 
The Government of Greece is not perfect.
Nevertheless it represents eighty-five percent of
the members of the Greek Parliament who were
chosen in an election last year. . . .

Greece’s neighbor, Turkey, also deserves our
attention. The future of Turkey as an inde-
pendent and economically sound state is
clearly no less important to the freedom-loving
peoples of the world than the future of Greece.
The circumstances in which Turkey finds itself
today are considerably different from those of
Greece. Turkey has been spared the disasters
that have beset Greece. And during the war,
the United States and Great Britain furnished
Turkey with material aid. Nevertheless,
Turkey now needs our support. 

. . . To ensure the peaceful development of
nations, free from coercion, the United States
has taken a leading part in establishing the
United Nations. The United Nations is designed
to make possible lasting freedom and independ-
ence for all its members. We shall not realize our
objectives, however, unless we are willing to
help free peoples to maintain their free institu-
tions . . . against aggressive movements that seek
to impose upon them totalitarian regimes. . . . 

This is an investment in world freedom and
world peace. . . . The seeds of totalitarian
regimes are nurtured by misery and want.
They spread and grow in the evil soil of
poverty and strife. They reach their full growth
when the hope of a people for a better life has
died. We must keep that hope alive. . . . If we
falter in our leadership, we may endanger the
peace of the world—and we shall surely
endanger the welfare of our own nation. 
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On May 17, 1954, the Supreme Court
ruled in Brown v. Board of Education of
Topeka, Kansas, that racial segregation in
public schools was unconstitutional. This
decision provided the legal basis for court
challenges to segregation in every aspect of
American life.

These cases come to us from the States of
Kansas, South Carolina, Virginia, and
Delaware. They are premised on different facts
and different local conditions, but a common
legal question justifies their consideration
together in this consolidated opinion.

In each of the cases, minors of the Negro
race, through their legal representatives, seek
the aid of the courts in obtaining admission to
the public schools of their community on a
nonsegregated basis. In each instance, they
had been denied admission to schools
attended by white children under laws requir-
ing or permitting segregation according to
race. This segregation was alleged to deprive
the plaintiffs of the equal protection of the
laws under the Fourteenth Amendment. 

The plaintiffs contend that segregated pub-
lic schools are not “equal” and cannot be made
“equal,” and that hence they are deprived of
the equal protection of the laws. Because of the
obvious importance of the question presented,
the Court took jurisdiction. . . . 

. . . Our decision . . . cannot turn on merely 
a comparison of these tangible factors in the
Negro and white schools involved in each of
the cases. We must look instead to the effect of
segregation itself on public education.

In approaching this problem, we cannot
turn the clock back to 1868 when the Amend-
ment was adopted, or even to 1896 when
Plessy v. Ferguson was written. We must con-
sider public education in the light of its full
development and its present place in Ameri-
can life throughout the nation. Only in this

way can it be determined if segregation in
public schools deprives these plaintiffs of the
equal protection of the laws.

Today, education is perhaps the most impor-
tant function of state and local governments.
Compulsory school attendance laws and the
great expenditures for education both demon-
strate our recognition of the importance of
education to our democratic society. . . . In
these days, it is doubtful that any child may
reasonably be expected to succeed in life if he
is denied the opportunity of
an education. Such an
opportunity, where the
state has undertaken to
provide it, is a right
which must be made
available to all on equal
terms.

We come then to the
question presented:
Does segregation of chil-
dren in public schools
solely on the basis of
race, even though the
physical facilities and
other “tangible” factors
may be equal, deprive
the children of the
minority group of equal
educational opportunities?
We believe that it does.

. . . We conclude that, in
the field of public educa-
tion, the doctrine of “sepa-
rate but equal” has no
place. Separate educational
facilities are inherently unequal. Therefore, we
hold that the plaintiff and others similarly sit-
uated for whom the actions have been
brought are, by reason of the segregation com-
plained of, deprived of the equal protection of
the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth
Amendment. . . . 

Linda Brown
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On August 28, 1963, while Congress
was debating broad civil rights legisla-
tion, Martin Luther King, Jr., led more
than 200,000 people in a march on
Washington, D.C. On the steps of the
Lincoln Memorial, King gave a stirring
speech in which he eloquently spoke of
his dreams for African Americans and
for the United States.

Five score years ago, a great American,
in whose symbolic shadow we stand,
signed the Emancipation Proclamation.
This momentous decree came as a great
beacon light of hope to millions of Negro
slaves who had been seared in the flames of
withering injustice. It came as a joyous day-
break to end the long night of captivity.

But one hundred years later, we must face
the tragic fact that the Negro is still not free.
One hundred years later, the life of the Negro
is still sadly crippled by the manacles of seg-
regation and the chains of discrimination. . . . 

There are those who are asking the devotees
of civil rights, “When will you be satisfied?”

We can never be satisfied as long as the
Negro is the victim of the unspeakable horrors
of police brutality.

We can never be satisfied as long as our
bodies, heavy with the fatigue of travel, cannot
gain lodging in the motels of the highways
and the hotels of the cities.

We cannot be satisfied as long as the
Negro’s basic mobility is from a smaller ghetto
to a larger one.

We can never be satisfied as long as a Negro
in Mississippi cannot vote and a Negro in New
York believes he has nothing for which to vote.

No, no, we are not satisfied, and we will not
be satisfied until justice rolls down like waters
and righteousness like a mighty stream. . . . 

I say to you today, my friends, that in spite
of the difficulties and frustrations of the

moment I still have a dream. It is a dream
deeply rooted in the American dream.

I have a dream that one day this nation will
rise up and live out the true meaning of its
creed: “We hold these truths to be self-evident;
that all men are created equal. “

I have a dream that one day on the red 
hills of Georgia the sons of former slaves 
and the sons of former slaveowners will 
be able to sit down together at the table of
brotherhood.

I have a dream that one day even the state
of Mississippi, a desert state sweltering with
the heat of injustice and oppression, will be
transformed into an oasis of freedom and
justice.

I have a dream that my four little children
will one day live in a nation where they will
not be judged by the color of their skin but by
the content of their character. . . .

When we let freedom ring, when we let it
ring from every village and every hamlet, from
every state and every city, we will be able to
speed up that day when all of God’s children,
black men and white men, Jews and Gentiles,
Protestants and Catholics, will be able to join
hands and sing in the words of the old Negro
spiritual, “Free at last! Free at last! Thank God
Almighty, we are free at last!”

Martin Luther King, Jr., speaking at the march
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On August 7, 1964, Congress passed the
Gulf of Tonkin Resolution, which stood as
the legal basis for the Vietnam War. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, 

That the Congress approves and supports
the determination of the President, as
Commander in Chief, to take all necessary
measures to repel any armed attack against 
the forces of the United States and to prevent
further aggression. 

Section 2. The United States regards as vital
to its national interest and to world peace the
maintenance of international peace and secu-
rity in southeast Asia. Consonant with the
Constitution of the United States and the
Charter of the United Nations and in
accordance with its obligations under the
Southeast Asia Collective Defense Treaty, the
United States is, therefore, prepared, as the
President determines, to take all necessary
steps, including the use of armed force, to
assist any member or protocol state of the
Southeast Asia Collective Defense Treaty
requesting assistance in defense of its freedom. 

On September 11, 2001, terrorists crashed
airplanes into the World Trade Center in New
York City and the Pentagon in Washington,
D.C. Thousands of people were killed. In his
address, President George W. Bush announced
a new kind of war against terrorism. 

. . . On September the eleventh, enemies of
freedom committed an act of war against our
country. . . .  Americans have known surprise
attacks—but never before on thousands of civil-
ians. All of this was brought upon us in a single
day—and night fell on a different world, a
world where freedom itself is under attack. . . . 

The evidence we have gathered all points to
a collection of loosely affiliated terrorist organ-
izations known as al-Qaeda. . . . Our war on
terror begins with al-Qaeda, but it does not
end there. It will not end until every terrorist
group of global reach has been found, stopped,
and defeated. 

Americans are asking: Why do they hate 
us? They hate what we see right here in this
chamber—a democratically elected govern-
ment. Their leaders are self-appointed. They

hate our freedoms. . . . By sacrificing human
life to serve their radical visions—by abandon-
ing every value except the will to power—they
follow in the path of fascism, and Nazism, 
and totalitarianism. And they will follow that
path all the way, to where it ends: in history’s
unmarked grave of discarded lies.

. . . We will direct every resource at our
command—every means of diplomacy, every
tool of intelligence, every instrument of law
enforcement, every financial influence, and
every necessary weapon of war—to the
disruption and defeat of the global terror
network. . . . 

I know there are struggles ahead, and dan-
gers to face. But this country will define our
times, not be defined by them. . . . Great harm
has been done to us. We have suffered great
loss. And in our grief and anger we have
found our mission and our moment. . . . Our
Nation—this generation—will lift a dark threat
of violence from our people and our future. We
will rally the world to this cause, by our efforts
and by our courage. We will not tire, we will
not falter, and we will not fail.
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has been done to us. We have suffered great
loss. And in our grief and anger we have
found our mission and our moment. . . . Our
Nation—this generation—will lift a dark threat
of violence from our people and our future. We
will rally the world to this cause, by our efforts
and by our courage. We will not tire, we will
not falter, and we will not fail.
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