Chapter 10
10-1 Fisher Ames, "The Republican. No. II" (1804)

Historians often refer to Fisher Ames as the “forgotten Founding Father.”
An eloquent writer and speaker, Ames was a staunch Federalist. He often
voiced his fear of unbridled democracy, in which he saw the distinct
possibility of tyranny. A strong supporter of Washington, Ames spoke out
strongly against many of the policies of the Jefferson administration,
including the Louisiana Purchase. In the excerpt below, he voiced some of his
opinions about civil liberty, democracy, and expansionism.

We justly consider the condition of civil liberty as the most exalted to
which any nation can aspire; but high as its rank is, and precious as
are its prerogatives, it has not pleased God, in the order of his
providence, to confer this preeminent blessing, except upon a very
few, and those very small, spots of the universe. The rest sit in
darkness, and as little desire the light of liberty, as they are fit to
endure it. We are ready to wonder, that the best gifts are the most
sparingly bestowed, and rashly to conclude, that despotism is the
decree of heaven, because by far the largest part of the world lies
bound in its fetters. But either on tracing the course of events in
history, or on examining the character and passions of man, we shall
find that the work of slavery is his own, and that he is not condemned
to wear chains till he has been his own artificer to forge them. We
shall find that society cannot subsist, and that the streets of Boston
would be worse than the lion's den, unless the appetites and passions
of the violent are made subject to an adequate control. How much
control will be adequate to that end, is a problem of no easy solution
beforehand, and of no sort of difficulty after some experience.

For all who have any thing to defend, and all indeed who have
nothing to ask protection for but their lives, will desire that
protection; and not only acquiesce, but rejoice in the progress of those
slave-making intrigues and tumults, which at length assure to society
its repose, though it sleeps in bondage. Thus it will happen, and as it
is the course of nature, it cannot be resisted, that there will soon or
late be control and government enough. It is also obvious, that there
may be, and probably will be, the least control and the most liberty
there, where the turbulent passions are the least excited, and where
the old habits and sober reasons of the people are left free to govern
them.

Hence it is undeniably plain, that the mock patriots, the opposers of
Washington and the Constitution, from 1788 to this day, who, under
pretext of being the people's friends, have kept them in a state of
continual jealousy, irritation, and discontent, have deceived the
people, and perhaps themselves, in regard to the tendency of their
principles and conduct; for instead of lessening the pressure of
government, and contracting the sphere of its powers, they have
removed the field-marks that bounded its exercise, and left it
arbitrary and without limits. The passions of the people have been
kept in agitation, till the influence of truth, reason, and the excellent
habits we derive from our ancestors is lost or greatly impaired; till it is
plain, that those, whom manners and morals can no longer govern,
must be governed by force; and that force a dominant faction derives
from the passions of its adherents; on that alone they rely.

Take one example, which will illustrate the case as well as a hundred;
the British treaty [Jay's Treaty 1793] was opposed by a faction, headed
by six or eight mob leaders in our cities, and a rabble, whom the arts
of these leaders had trained for their purpose. Could a feeble
government, could mere truth and calm reason, pointing out the best
public interest, have carried that treaty through, and effected its
execution in good faith, had not the virtue and firmness of
Washington supplied an almost superhuman energy to its powers at
the moment? No treaty made by the government has ever proved
more signally beneficial. The nature of the treaty, however, is not to
the point of the present argument. Suppose a mob opposition had
defeated it, and confusion, if not war, had ensued, the confusion that
very society is fated to suffer, when, on a trial of strength, a faction in
its bosom is found stronger than its government; on this supposition,
and that the conquering faction had seized the reins of power, is it to
be believed that they would not instantly provide against a like
opposition to their own treaties? Did they not so provide, and annex
Louisiana, and squander millions in a week? Have we not seen in
France, how early and how effectually the conqueror takes care to
prevent another rival from playing the same game, by which he
himself prevailed against his predecessor? Let any man, who has any
understanding, exercise it to see that the American jacobin party, by
rousing the popular passions, inevitably augments the powers of
government, and contracts within narrower bounds, and on a less
sound foundation, the privileges of the people. Facts, yes facts, that
speak in terror to the soul, confirm this speculative reasoning.

What limits are there to the prerogatives of the present
administration? and whose business is it, and in whose power does it



lie, to keep them within those limits? Surely not in the senate: the
small States are now in vassalage, and they obey the nod of Virginia.
Not in the judiciary: that fortress, which the Constitution had made
too strong for an assault, can now be reduced by famine. The
Constitution, alas! that sleeps with Washington, having no mourners
but the virtuous, and no monument but history. Louisiana, in open
and avowed defiance of the Constitution, is by treaty to be added to
the union; the bread of the children of the union is to be taken and
given to the dogs. Judge then, good men and true, judge by the
effects, whether the tendency of the intrigues of the party was to
extend or contract the measure of popular liberty. Judge whether the
little finger of Jefferson is not thicker than the loins of Washington's
administration; and, after you have judged, and felt the terror that
will be inspired by the result, then reflect how little your efforts can
avail to prevent the continuance, nay, the perpetuity of his power.
Reflect, and be calm. Patience is the virtue of slaves, and almost the
only one that will pass for merit with their masters.

Document Analysis

1. What specific charges did Ames level at Jefferson and his
administration?

2. What was the basis for Ames's condemnation of the Louisiana
Purchase?

3. Whom did Ames identify as the “American Jacobin party”? What
does this phrase mean?

10-2 Frederick Douglass, Independence Day Speech (1852)

After escaping slavery, Frederick Douglass fought for African Americans
with all the powers of his intellect. He was an excellent writer and speaker
whose texts did much to shape northern thinking on abolition. Many
northerners became convinced that someone so articulate could not possibly
belong to an inferior race. By the 1850s, particularly after the passage of the
strengthened Fugitive Slave Act, Douglass and other abolitionists
increasingly despaired of ever seeing the end of slavery. In this speech,
Douglass gave a voice to some of that desperation.

Fellow citizens above your national, tumultuous joy, I hear the
mournful wail of millions! whose chains, heave and grievous
yesterday, are, today, rendered more intolerable by the jubilee shouts
that reach them. If I do forget, if I do not faithfully remember those

bleeding children of sorrow this day, "may my right hand forger her
cunning, and may my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth"! To
forget them, to pass lightly over their wrongs, and to chime in with
the popular theme would be treason most scandalous and shocking,
and would make me a reproach before God and the world. My
subject, them, fellow citizens, is American Slavery.

...I do not hesitate to declare with all my soul that the character and
conduct of this nation never looked blacker to me than on this Fourth
of July! Whether we turn to the declarations of the past or to the
professions of the present, the conduct of the nation seems equally
hideous and revolting. America is false to the past, false to the
present, and solemnly binds herself to be false to the future. Standing
with God and the crushed and bleeding slave on this occasion, I will,
in the name of humanity which is outraged, in the name of liberty
which is fettered, in the name of the Constitution and the Bible which
are disregarded and trampled upon, All the emphasis I can command,
everything that serves to perpetuate slavery the great sin and shame
of America! "I will not equivocate, I will not excuse"; I will use the
severest of language I can command; and yet not one word shall
escape that any man, whose judgment is not blinded by prejudice, or
who is not at heart a slaveholder, shall not confess to be right and just.

... Must I undertake to prove that the slave is a man? That point is
conceded already. Nobody doubts it. The slaveholders themselves
acknowledge it the enactment of laws for their government. They
acknowledge it when they punish disobedience on the part of the
slave. There are seventy-two crimes in the state of Virginia which, if
committed by a black man (no matter how ignorant he be), subject
him to the punishment of death, while only two of the same crimes
will subject a white man to the like punishment. What is this but the
acknowledgment that the slave is a moral, intellectual, and
responsible being? The manhood of the slave is conceded.

It is admitted in the fact that the Southern statute books are covered
with enactments forbidding, under severe fines and penalties, the
teaching of the slave to read or to write. When you can point to any
such laws in reference to the beasts of the field, then I may consent to
argue the manhood of the slave. When the dogs in your streets, when
the fowls of the air, when the cattle on your hills, when the fish of the
sea and the reptiles that crawl shall be unable to distinguish the slave
from a brute, then will I argue with you that the slave is a man!



For the present, it is enough to affirm the equal manhood of the
Negro race. It is not astonishing that, while we are plowing, planting,
and reaping, using all kinds of mechanical tools erecting houses,
constructing bridges, building ships, working in metals of brass, iron,
copper and silver, and gold; that, while we are reading, writing, and
ciphering, acting as clerks, merchants and secretaries, having among
us lawyers, doctors, ministers, poets, authors, editors, orators, and
teachers; that, while we are engaged in all manner of enterprises
common to other men, digging gold in California, capturing the
whale in the Pacific, feeding sheep and cattle on the hillside, living,
moving, acting, thinking, planning, living in families as husbands,
wives, and children, and, above all, confessing and worshipping the
Christian's God, and looking hopefully for life and immortality
beyond the grave, we are called upon to prove that we are men!

Would you have me argue that man is entitled to liberty? That he is
the rightful owner of his own body? You have already declared it.
Must I argue the wrongfulness of slavery? Is that a question for
republicans? Is it to be settled by the rules of logic and argumentation,
as a matter beset with great difficulty, involving a doubtful
application of the principle of justice, hart to be understood? How
should I'look today, in the presence of Americans, dividing and
subdividing a discourse, to show that men have a natural right to
freedom? speaking of it relatively and positively, negatively and
affirmatively? To do so would be to make myself ridiculous and to
offer an insult to your understanding. There is not a man beneath the
canopy of heaven that does not know that slaver is wrong for him.

What, am I to argue that is wrong to make men brutes, to rob them of
their liberty, to work them without wages, to keep them ignorant of
their relations to their fellow men, to beat them with sticks, to flay
their flesh with the last, to load their limbs with irons, to hunt them
with dogs, to sell them at auction, to sunder their families, to knock
out their teeth, to burn their flesh, to starve them into obedience and
submission to their masters? Must I argue that a system them marked
with blood, and stained with pollution, is wrong? No! I will not. I
have better employment for my time and strength than such
arguments would imply.

What, then remains to be argued? Is it that slavery is not divine; that
God did not establish it; that our doctors of divinity are mistaken?
There is blasphemy in the thought. That which is inhuman cannot be
divine? Who can reason on such a proposition? They that can may; I
cannot. The time for such argument is past.

...What, to the American slave is your Fourth of July? I answer: a day
that reveals to him, more than all other days in the year, the gross
injustice and cruelty to which he s the constant victim. To him, your
celebration is a sham; your boasted liberty an unholy license; your
national greatness, swelling vanity; your sound of rejoicing are empty
and heartless; your denunciation of tyrants, brass-fronted impudence;
your shouts of liberty and equality, hollow mockery; your prayers
and hymns, your sermons and thanksgivings with all your religious
parade and solemnity, are, to Him, mere bombast, fraud, deception,
impiety, and hypocrisy a thin veil to cover up crimes which would
disgrace a nation of savages. There is not a nation of savages. There is
not a nation on earth guilty of practices more shocking and bloody
than are the people of the United States at this very hour.

Go where you may, search where you will, roam through all the
monarchies and despotisms of the Old World, travel through South
America, search out every abuse, and when you have found the last,
lay your facts by the side of the everyday practices of this nation, and
you will say with that, for revolting barbarity and shameless
hypocrisy, America reigns without a rival.

Document Analysis

1. Why did Douglass draw on both the Bible and the U.S.
Constitution to make his arguments?

2.In 1852, Frederick Douglass pointed out that the promise of
American democracy remained unfulfilled. Has this promise since
been fulfilled? Why or why not?

10-3 George Fitzhugh, The Blessings of Slavery (1857)

George Fitzhugh was the descendant of an old southern family that had fallen
on hard times. He practiced law and struggled as a small planter, but he
ultimately made a reputation with writings that roused southerners to take
new and higher ground in defense of slavery. Fitzhugh insisted that all labor,
not merely black, had to be enslaved and that the world must become either
all slave or all free. These views had become commonplace in the South by the
1850s, but his originality lay in the insight that slavery could survive only if
the capitalist world markets were destroyed. Significantly, Fitzhugh opposed
secession, arguing that a slaveholding Confederacy could not survive until
the advanced capitalist countries (Europe) had themselves converted to a



slave system. Economically, slave labor could not compete with wage labor.
Fitzhugh's writings alarmed northerners like Abraham Lincoln because they
portrayed the South as aggressively seeking to spread slavery to the rest of
the nation.

The negro slaves of the South are the happiest, and in some sense, the
freest people in the world. The children and the aged and infirm work
not at all, and yet have all the comforts and necessaries of life
provided for them. They enjoy liberty, because they are oppressed
neither by care or labor. The women do little hard work, and are
protected from the despotism of their husbands by their masters. The
negro men and stout boys work, on the average, in good weather, no
more than nine hours a day. The balance of their time is spent in
perfect abandon. Besides, they have their Sabbaths and holidays.
White men, with som muh of license and abandon, would die of
ennui; but negroes luxuriate in corporeal and mental repose. With
their faces upturned to the sun, they can sleep at any hour; and quiet
sleep is the greatest of human enjoyments. "Blessed be the man who
invented sleep." ‘Tis happiness in itself--and results from contentment
in the present, and confident assurance of the future. We do not know
whether free laborers ever sleep. They are fools to do so; for, whilst
they sleep, the wily and watchful capitalist is devising means to
ensnare and exploit them. The free laborer must work or starve. He is
more of a slave than the negro, because he works longer and harder
for less allowance than the slave, and has no holiday, because the
cares of life with him begin when its labors end. He has no liberty and
not a single right. . ..

Until the lands of America are appropriated by a few, population
becomes dense, competition among laborers active, employment
uncertain, and wages low, the personal liberty of all the whites will
continue to be a blessing. We have vast unsettled territories;
population may cease to increase slowly, as in most countries, and
many centuries may elapse before the question will be practically
suggested, whether slavery to capital be preferable to slavery to
human masters. But the negro has neither energy nor enterprise, and,
even in our sparser populations, finds with his improvident habits,
that his liberty is a curse to himself, and a greater curse to the society
around him. These considerations, and others equally obvious, have
induced the South to attempt to defend negro slavery as an
exceptional institution, admitting, nay asserting, that slavery, in the
general or in the abstract, is morally wrong, and against common
right. With singular inconsistency, after making this admission, which
admits away the authority of the Bible, of profane history, and of the

almost universal practice of mankind--they turn around and attempt
to bolster up the cause of negro slavery by these very exploded
authorities. If we mean not to repudiate all divine, and almost all
human authority in favor of slavery, we must vindicate that
institution in the abstract.

To insist that a status of society, which has been almost universal, and
which is expressly and continually justified by Holy Writ, is its
natural, normal, and necessary status, under the ordinary
circumstances, is on its face a plausible and probable proposition. To
insist on less, is to yield our cause, and to give up our religion; for if
white slavery be morally wrong, be a violation of natural rights, the
Bible cannot be true. Human and divine authority do seem in the
general to concur, in establishing the expediency of having masters
and slaves of different races. In very many nations of antiquity, and in
some of modern times, the law has permitted the native citizens to
become slaves to each other. But few take advantage of such laws;
and the infrequency of the practice establishes the general truth that
master and slave should be of different national descent. In some
respects the wider the difference the better, as the slave will feel less
mortified by his position. In other respects, it may be that too wide a
difference hardens the hearts and brutalizes the feeling of both master
and slave. The civilized man hates the savage, and the savage returns
the hatred with interest. Hence West India slavery of newly caught
negroes is not a very humane, affectionate, or civilizing institution.
Virginia negroes have become moral and intelligent. They love their
master and his family, and the attachment is reciprocated. Still, we
like the idle, but intelligent house-servants, better than the hard-used,
but stupid outhands; and we like the mulatto better than the negro;
yet the negro is generally more affectionate, contented, and faithful.

The world at large looks on negro slavery as much the worst form of
slavery; because it is only acquainted with West India slavery. But our
Southern slavery has become a benign and protective institution, and
our negroes are confessedly better off than any free laboring
population in the world. How can we contend that white slavery is
wrong, whilst all the great body of free laborers are starving; and
slaves, white or black, throughout the world, are enjoying comfort? . .

The aversion to negroes, the antipathy of race, is much greater at the
North than at the South; and it is very probable that this antipathy to
the person of the negro, is confounded with or generates hatred of the



institution with which he is usually connected. Hatred to slavery is
very generally little more than hatred of negroes.

There is one strong argument in favor of negro slavery over all other
slavery; that he, being unfitted for the mechanic arts, for trade, and all
skillful pursuits, leaves those pursuits to be carried on by the whites;
and does not bring all industry into disrepute, as in Greece and Rome,
where the slaves were not only the artists and mechanics, but also the
merchants.

Whilst, as a general and abstract question, negro slavery has no other
claims over other forms of slavery, except that from inferiority, or
rather peculiarity, of race, almost all negroes require masters, whilst
only the children, the women, and the very weak, poor, and ignorant,
&c., among the whites, need some protective and governing relation
of this kind; yet as a subject of temporary, but worldwide importance,
negro slavery has become the most necessary of all human
institutions.

The African slave trade to America commenced three centuries and a
half since. By the time of the American Revolution, the supply of
slaves had exceeded the demand for slave labor, and the slaveholders,
to get rid of a burden, and to prevent the increase of a nuisance,
became violent opponents of the slave trade, and many of them
abolitionists. New England, Bristol, and Liverpool, who reaped the
profits of the trade, without suffering from the nuisance, stood out for
a long time against its abolition. Finally, laws and treaties were made,
and fleets fitted out to abolish it; and after a while, the slaves of most
of South America, of the West Indies, and of Mexico were liberated. In
the meantime, cotton, rice, sugar, coffee, tobacco, and other products
of slave labor, came into universal use as necessaries of life. The
population of Western Europe, sustained and stimulated by those
products, was trebled, and that of the North increased tenfold. The
products of slave labor became scarce and dear, and famines frequent.
Now, it is obvious, that to emancipate all the negroes would be to
starve Western Europe and our North. Not to extend and increase
negro slavery, pari passu, with the extension and multiplication of
free society, will produce much suffering. If all South America,
Mexico, the West Indies, and our Union south of Mason and Dixon's
line, of the Ohio and Missouri, were slaveholding, slave products
would be abundant and cheap in free society; and their market for
their merchandise, manufactures, commerce, &c., illimitable. Free
white laborers might live in comfort and luxury on light work, but for
the exacting and greedy landlords, bosses, and other capitalists.

We must confess, that overstock the world as you will with comforts
and with luxuries, we do not see how to make capital relax its
monopoly--how to do aught but tantalize the hireling. Capital,
irresponsible capital, begets, and ever will beget, the immedicabile
vulnus of so-called Free Society. It invades every recess of domestic
life, infects its food, its clothing, its drink, its very atmosphere, and
pursues the hireling, from the hovel to the poor-house, the prison and
the grave. Do what he will, go where he will, capital pursues and
persecutes him. "Haeret lateri lethalis arundo!"

Capital supports and protects the domestic slave; taxes, oppresses,
and persecutes the free laborer.

Document Analysis

1. How does Fitzhugh compare the slavery of his day to the slavery
of ancient Rome and Greece?

2. Does Fitzhugh see race as an important factor in terms of slavery?
Explain.

3. According to the excerpt, which group is persecuting free white
laborers?

Chapter 11
11-1 The Harbinger, "Female Workers of Lowell'" (1836)

During the years following the War of 1812, the United States took the first
tentative steps towards the Industrial Revolution. Industries that had
traditionally operated out of homes began to move to factories, where the
completely new concept of labor began to infiltrate society. The document
excerpted below describes life at one such factory in Lowell, Massachusetts,
where a number of women lived and worked under extremely difficult
conditions. Women were especially exploited in such environments because
they had less access than men to social or political resources to alter their
circumstances.



We have lately visited the cities of Lowell [Mass.] and Manchester
[N.H.] and have had an opportunity of examining the factory system
more closely than before. We had distrusted the accounts which we
had heard from persons engaged in the labor reform now beginning
to agitate New England. We could scarcely credit the statements
made in relation to the exhausting nature of the labor in the mills, and
to the manner in which the young women-the operatives-lived in
their boardinghouses, six sleeping in a room, poorly ventilated.

We went through many of the mills, talked particularly to a large
number of the operatives, and ate at their boardinghouses, on
purpose to ascertain by personal inspection the facts of the case. We
assure our readers that very little information is possessed, and no
correct judgments formed, by the public at large, of our factory
system, which is the first germ of the industrial or commercial
feudalism that is to spread over our land. . . .

In Lowell live between seven and eight thousand young women, who
are generally daughters of farmers of the different states of New
England. Some of them are members of families that were rich in the
generation before. . . .

The operatives work thirteen hours a day in the summer time, and
from daylight to dark in the winter. At half past four in the morning
the factory bell rings, and at five the girls must be in the mills. A clerk,
placed as a watch, observes those who are a few minutes behind the
time, and effectual means are taken to stimulate to punctuality. This is
the morning commencement of the industrial discipline (should we
not rather say industrial tyranny?) which is established in these
associations of this moral and Christian community.

At seven the girls are allowed thirty minutes for breakfast, and at
noon thirty minutes more for dinner, except during the first quarter of
the year, when the time is extended to forty-five minutes. But within
this time they must hurry to their boardinghouses and return to the
factory, and that through the hot sun or the rain or the cold. A meal
eaten under such circumstances must be quite unfavorable to
digestion and health, as any medical man will inform us. After seven
o'clock in the evening the factory bell sounds the close of the day's
work.

Thus thirteen hours per day of close attention and monotonous labor
are extracted from the young women in these manufactories. . . . So
fatigued-we should say, exhausted and worn out, but we wish to

speak of the system in the simplest language-are numbers of girls that
they go to bed soon after their evening meal, and endeavor by a
comparatively long sleep to resuscitate their weakened frames for the
toil of the coming day.

When capital has got thirteen hours of labor daily out of a being, it
can get nothing more. It would be a poor speculation in an industrial
point of view to own the operative; for the trouble and expense of
providing for times of sickness and old age would more than
counterbalance the difference between the price of wages and the
expenses of board and clothing. The far greater number of fortunes
accumulated by the North in comparison with the South shows that
hireling labor is more profitable for capital than slave labor.

Now let us examine the nature of the labor itself, and the conditions
under which it is performed. Enter with us into the large rooms, when
the looms are at work. The largest that we saw is in the Amoskeag
Mills at Manchester. . . . The din and clatter of these five hundred
looms, under full operation, struck us on first entering as something
frightful and infernal, for it seemed such an atrocious violation of one
of the faculties of the human soul, the sense of hearing. After a while
we became somewhat used to it, and by speaking quite close to the
ear of an operative and quite loud, we could hold a conversation and
make the inquiries we wished.

The girls attended upon an average three looms; many attended four,
but this requires a very active person, and the most unremitting care.
However, a great many do it. Attention to two is as much as should
be demanded of an operative. This gives us some idea of the
application required during the thirteen hours of daily labor. The
atmosphere of such a room cannot of course be pure; on the contrary,
it is charged with cotton filaments and dust, which, we are told, are
very injurious to the lungs.

On entering the room, although the day was warm, we remarked that
the windows were down. We asked the reason, and a young woman
answered very naively, and without seeming to be in the least aware
that this privation of fresh air was anything else than perfectly
natural, that "when the wind blew, the threads did not work well."
After we had been in the room for fifteen or twenty minutes, we
found ourselves, as did the persons who accompanied us, in quite a
perspiration, produced by a certain moisture which we observed in
the air, as well as by the heat. . ..



The young women sleep upon an average six in a room, three beds to
a room. There is no privacy, no retirement, here. It is almost
impossible to read or write alone, as the parlor is full and so many
sleep in the same chamber. A young woman remarked to us that if
she had a letter to write, she did it on the head of a bandbox, sitting
on a trunk, as there was no space for a table.

So live and toil the young women of our country in the
boardinghouses and manufactories which the rich an influential of
our land have built for them.

Document Analysis

1. To what is the author referring when he mentions "the labor
reform now beginning to agitate New England"?

2. Which group does the author favor, workers or owners? Explain
your answer.

11-2 “A Second Peep at Factory Life,” Lowell Offering, Vol. V
(1845): 97-100

The Lowell Offering was a monthly literary magazine published (primarily
between 1841 and 1845) by women factory workers in the textile mills of the
planned industrial community of Lowell, Massachusetts. For many of the
women and girls who worked in the factories, working at Lowell offered an
opportunity to earn the highest wages of any women workers in America
while becoming part of a community. In addition, despite their long work
hours, the Lowell workers could devote some of their time to attending
evening classes and lectures, accessing Lowell’s circulating library, or
working on the magazine.

Now look out--not for the engine--but for the rush to the stairway. O
mercy! what a crowd. I do not wonder you gasp for breath; but, keep
up courage; we shall soon be on terra firma again. Now, safely
landed, I hope to be excused for taking you into such a crowd. Really,
it would not be fair to let you see the factory girls and machinery for
nothing. I shall be obliged to hurry you, as it is some way to the
boarding-house, and we have but thirty minutes from the time the
bell begins to ring till it is done ringing again; and then all are
required to be at their work. There is a group of girls yonder, going
our way; let us overtake them, and hear what they are talking about.

Something unpleasant I dare say, from their earnest gestures and
clouded brows.

"Well], I do think it is too bad," exclaims one.

"So do I," says another. "This cutting down wages is not what they cry
it up to be. I wonder how they'd like to work as hard as we do,
digging and drudging day after day, from morning till night, and
then, every two or three years, have their wages reduced. I rather
guess it wouldn't set very well."

"And, besides this, who ever heard, of such a thing as their being
raised again," says the first speaker. "I confess that I never did, so long
as I've worked in the mill, and that's been these ten years."

"Well, it is real provoking any how," returned the other, "for my part I
should think they had made a clean sweep this time. I wonder what
they'll do next."

"Listeners never hear any good of themselves" is a trite saying, and,
for fear it may prove true in our case, we will leave this busy group,
and get some dinner. There is an open door inviting us to enter. We
will do so. You can hang your bonnet and shawl on one of those
hooks, that extend the length of the entry for that purpose, or you can
lay them on the banisters, as some do. Please to walk into the dining
room. Here are two large square tables, covered with checked clothes
and loaded down with smoking viands, the odor of which is very
inviting. But we will not stop here; there is the long table in the front
room, at which ten or fifteen can be comfortably seated. You may
place yourself at the head. Now do not be bashful or wait to be
helped, but comply with the oft-made request, "help yourself" to
whatever you like best; for you have but a few minutes allotted you to
spend at the table. The reason why, is because you are a rational ,
intelligent, thinking being, and ought to know enough to swallow
your food whole; whereas a horse or an ox, or any other dumb beast
knows no better than to spend an hour in the useless process of
mastication. The bell rings again, and the girls are hurrying to the
mills; you, I suppose, have seen enough of them for one day, so we
will walk up stairs and have a tete-a-tete.

You ask, if there are so many things objectionable, why we work in
the mill. Well, simply for this reason,-every situation in life, has its
trials which must be borne, and factory life has no more than any
other. There are many things we do not like; many occurrences that



send the warm blood mantling to the cheek when they must be borne
in silence, and many harsh words and acts that are not called for.
There are objections also to the number of hours we work, to the
length of time allotted to our meals, and to the low wages allowed for
labor; objections that must and will be answered; for the time has
come when something, besides the clothing and feeding of the body is
to be thought of; when the mind is to be clothed and fed; and this
cannot be as it should be, with the present system of labor. Who, let
me ask, can find that pleasure in' life which they should, when it is
spent in this way. Without time for the laborer's own work, and the
improvement of the mind, save the few evening hours; and even then
if the mind is enriched and stored with useful knowledge, it must be
at the expense of health. And the feeling too, that comes over us (there
is no use in denying it) when we hear the bell calling us away from
repose that tired nature loudly claims-the feeling, that we are obliged
to go. And these few hours, of which we have spoken, are far too
short, three at the most at the close of day. Surely, methinks, every
heart that lays claim to humanity will feel 'tis not enough. But this, we
hope will, ere long, be done away with, and labor made what it
should be; pleasant and inviting to every son and daughter of the
human family.

There is a brighter side to this picture, over which we would not
willingly pass without notice, and an answer to the question, why we
work here? The time we do have is our own. The money we earn
comes promptly; more so than in any other situation; and our work,
though laborious is the same from day to day; we know what it is,
and when finished we feel perfectly free, till it is time to commence it
again.

Document Analysis

1. Is the writer’s portrait of the factory system in which she found
herself essentially positive or negative? Explain your answer.

2. According to the excerpt, what are the primary rewards for
working in such a tightly regimented system?

3. What would you identify as the major problems of a planned
industrial community? What steps would you take to keep the
workers from leaving?

11-3 Mathew Carey, “Rules for Husbands and Wives,” (1830)

Irish-born Mathew Carey eventually settled in Philadelphia, where he
became a publisher, bookseller, and economist, with a special fondness for
universal education. His Miscellaneous Essays included the excerpt below,
which outlined what he believed to be proper behavior between married
persons. The United States was changing in the early 1830s, as recorded by
Alexis de Tocqueville in Democracy in America. This period was marked by
economic growth, westward expansion, expanding international and
domestic markets, and scientific progress. It was also during this period that
the anti-slavery movement was gaining momentum, and from within that
movement would emerge the women’s rights movement. Carey’s essay is one
example of an early reconsideration of proper gender roles in American
society.

Having seen various sets of maxims for the conduct of married life,
which have appeared to me to contain some very injudicious items,
degrading to wives, sinking them below the rank they ought to
occupy, and reducing them in some degree to the level of mere
housekeepers, and believing them radically erroneous, I annex a set
which appear more rational and just than most of those which I have
seen:

1. A good husband will always regard his wife as his equal; treat her
with kindness, respect and attention; and never address her with an
air of authority, as if she were, as some husbands appear to regard
their wives, a mere housekeeper.

2. He will never interfere in her domestic concerns, hiring servants,
&ec.

3. He will always keep her liberally supplied with money for
furnishing his table in a style proportioned to his means, and for the
purchase of dress suitable to her station in life.

4. He will cheerfully and promptly comply with all her reasonable
requests, when it can be done, without loss, or great inconvenience.

5. He will never allow himself to lose his temper towards her, by
indifferent cookery, or irregularity in the hours of meals, or any other
mismanagement of her servants, knowing the difficulty of making
them do their duty.



6. If she have prudence and good sense, he will consult her on all
great operations, involving the risque of ruin, or serious injury in case
of failure. Many a man has been rescued from destruction by the wise
counsels of his wife. Many a foolish husband has most seriously
injured himself and family by the rejection of the advice of his wife,
fearing, lest, if he followed it, he would be regarded as ruled by her! A
husband can never procure a counsellor more deeply interested in his
welfare than his wife.

7. If distressed, or embarrassed in his circumstances, he will
communicate his situation to her with candour, that she may bear his
difficulties in mind, in her expenditures. Women sometimes,
believing their husband's circumstances to be far better than they
really are, expend money which cannot well be afforded, and which,
if they knew their real situation, they would shrink from expending.

1. A good wife will always receive her husband with smiles,--leave
nothing undone to render home agreeable--and gratefully reciprocate
his kindness and attention.

2. She will study to discover means to gratify his inclinations, in
regard to food and cookery; in the management of her family; in her
dress, manners and deportment.

3. She will never attempt to rule, or appear to rule her husband. Such
conduct degrades husbands--and wives always partake largely of the
degradation of their husbands.

4. She will, in every thing reasonable, comply with his wishes--and, as
far as possible, anticipate them.

5. She will avoid all altercations or arguments leading to ill-humour--
and more especially before company.

6. She will never attempt to interfere in his business, unless he ask her
advice or counsel, and will never attempt to control him in the
management of it.

Should differences arise between husband and wife, the contest ought
to be, not who will display the most spirit, but who will make the first
advances. There is scarcely a more prolific source of unhappiness in
the married state, than this "spirit," the legitimate offspring of pride
and want of feeling.

Perhaps the whole art of happiness in the married state, might be
compressed into these two maxims--"Bear and forbear"--and "let the
husband treat his wife, and the wife treat her husband with as much
respect and attention, as he would a strange lady, and she a strange
gentleman." And surely this is not an extravagant requisition.

Document Analysis

1. Would any aspects of this essay be considered radical in 1830? If
so, then which ones?

2. Why does Carey feel he is qualified to write such an essay? Upon
what does he base his authority?

3. In what ways did Carey’s maxims challenge traditional gender
roles, and in what ways did they reinforce them?

Chapter 12
12-1 John O'Sullivan, "The Great Nation of Futurity" (1845)

John O’Sullivan was editor of the United States Magazine and Democratic
Review. He advocated the view that the United States was destined to
expand. In the process, he coined the phrase "Manifest Destiny.” His vision
caught the imagination of the immigrant nation searching for its identity
and meaning as well as a definition of success. His vision was not new.
Compare this selection to John Winthrop's speech, “A City on the Hill."”

The American people having derived their origin from many other
nations, and the Declaration of National Independence being entirely
based on the great principle of human equality, these facts
demonstrate at once our disconnected position as regards any other
nation; that we have, in reality, but little connection with the past
history of any of them and still less with all antiquity, its glories, or its
crimes. On the contrary, our national birth was the beginning of a
new history, the formation and progress of an untried political
system, which separates us from the past and connects us with the
future only; and so far as regards the entire development of the
natural rights of man, in moral, political, and national life, we may
confidently assume that our country is destined to be the great nation
of futurity.



It is so destined, because the principle upon which a nation is
organized fixes its destiny, and that of equality is perfect, is universal.
It presides in all the operations of the physical world, and it is also the
conscious law of the soul-the self-evident dictate of morality, which
accurately defines the duty of man to man, and consequently man's
rights as man. Besides, the truthful annals of any nation furnish
abundant evidence that its happiness, its greatness, its duration, were
always proportionate to the democratic equality in its system of
government.

How many nations have had their decline and fall because the equal
rights of the minority were trampled on by the despotism of the
majority; or the interests of the many sacrificed to the aristocracy of
the few; or the rights and interests of all given up to the monarchy of
one? These three kinds of government have figured so frequently and
so largely in the ages that have passed away that their history,
through all time to come, can only furnish a resemblance. Like causes
produce like effects, and the true philosopher of history will easily
discern the principle of equality, or of privilege, working out its
inevitable result. The first is regenerative, because it is natural and
right; and the latter is destructive to society, because it is unnatural
and wrong,.

What friend of human liberty, civilization, and refinement can cast his
view over the past history of the monarchies and aristocracies of
antiquity, and not deplore that they ever existed? What philanthropist
can contemplate the oppressions, the cruelties, and injustice inflicted
by them on the masses of mankind and not turn with moral horror
from the retrospect?

America is destined for better deeds. It is our unparalleled glory that
we have no reminiscences of battlefields, but in defense of humanity,
of the oppressed of all nations, of the rights of conscience, the rights of
personal enfranchisement. Our annals describe no scenes of horrid
carnage, where men were led on by hundreds of thousands to slay
one another, dupes and victims to emperors, kings, nobles, demons in
the human form called heroes. We have had patriots to defend our
homes, our liberties, but no aspirants to crowns or thrones; nor have
the American people ever suffered themselves to be led on by wicked
ambition to depopulate the land, to spread desolation far and wide,
that a human being might be placed on a seat of supremacy.

We have no interest in the scenes of antiquity, only as lessons of
avoidance of nearly all their examples. The expansive future is our

arena and for our history. We are entering on its untrodden space
with the truths of God in our minds, beneficent objects in our hearts,
and with a clear conscience unsullied by the past. We are the nation of
human progress, and who will, what can, set limits to our onward
march? Providence is with us, and no earthly power can. We point to
the everlasting truth on the first page of our national declaration, and
we proclaim to the millions of other lands that "the gates of hell"-the
powers of aristocracy and monarchy-"shall not prevail against it."

The far-reaching, the boundless future, will be the era of American
greatness. In its magnificent domain of space and time, the nation of
many nations is destined to manifest to mankind the excellence of
divine principles; to establish on earth the noblest temple ever
dedicated to the worship of the Most High, the Sacred, and the True.
Its floor shall be a hemisphere, roof the firmament of the star-studded
heavens, and its congregation of Union of many Republics,
comprising hundreds of happy millions, calling owning no man
master, but governed by God's natural and moral law of equality, the
law of brotherhood-of "peace and good will amongst men."

Yes, we are the nation of progress, of individual freedom, of universal
enfranchisement. Equality of rights is the cynosure of our union of
states, the grand exemplar of the correlative equality of individuals;
and, while truth sheds its effulgence, we cannot retrograde without
dissolving the one and subverting the other. We must onward to the
fulfillment of our mission-to the entire development of the principle
of our organization-freedom of conscience, freedom of person,
freedom of trade and business pursuits, universality of freedom and
equality. This is our high destiny, and in nature's eternal, inevitable
decree of cause and effect we must accomplish it. All this will be our
future history, to establish on earth the moral dignity and salvation of
man-the immutable truth and beneficence of God. For this blessed
mission to the nations of the world, which are shut out from the
lifegiving light of truth, has America been chosen; and her high
example shall smite unto death the tyranny of kings, hierarchs, and
oligarchs and carry the glad tidings of peace and good will where
myriads now endure in existence scarcely more enviable than that of
beasts of the field. Who, then, can doubt that our country is destined
to be the great nation of futurity?

Document Analysis



1. Given what you know about the United States in the 1830s and
1840s, do O'Sullivan's views reflect reality or merely hopes and
dreams?

2. Which groups in the United States would embrace O'Sullivan's
view? Which groups would not recognize it?

12-2 National Convention of Colored People, Report on Abolition
(1847)

The National Convention of Colored People’s Committee on Abolition
included many runaway slaves who had become abolitionists, such as
Frederick Douglass. Douglass and other African Americans advocated
reform both on their own and through participation in organizations led by
whites such as William Lloyd Garrison. Here the committee expresses the
importance of winning over public opinion through peaceful means.

The Committee appointed to draft a Report respecting the best means
of abolishing Slavery and destroying Caste in the United States, beg
leave most respectfully to Report: That they have had the important
subjects referred to them, under consideration, and have carefully
endeavored to examine all their points and bearings to the best of
their ability; and from every view they have been able to take they
have arrived at the conclusion that the best means of abolishing
slavery is proclamation of truth, and that the best means of destroying
caste is the mental, moral and industrial improvement of our people.

First, as respects Slavery, Your Committee find this monstrous crime,
this stupendous iniquity, closely interwoven with all the great
interests, institutions and organizations of the country; pervading and
influencing every class and grade of society, securing their support,
obtaining their approbation, and commanding their homage. Availing
itself of the advantage which age gives to crime, it has perverted the
judgment, blunted the moral sense, blasted the sympathies, and
created in the great mass,--the overwhelming majority of the people--
a moral sentiment altogether favorable to its own character, and its
own continuance. Press and pulpit are alike prostituted and made to
serve the end of this infernal institution. The power of the
government, and the sanctity of religion, church and state, are joined
with the guilty oppressor against the oppressed-and the voice of this
great nation is thundering in the ear of our enslaved fellow
countrymen the terrible fiat, you shall be slaves or die!

The slave is in the minority, a small minority. The oppressors are an
overwhelming majority. The oppressed are three millions, their
oppressors are seventeen millions. The one is weak, the other is
strong; the one is without arms, without means of concert, and
without government; the other possess every advantage in these
respects; and the deadly aim of their million of musketry, and loud-
mouthed cannon tells the down-trodden slave in unmistakable
language, he must be a slave or die.

In these circumstances, your committee are called upon to report as to
the best means of abolishing slavery. And without pretending parties
and factions, though did time permit, they would gladly do so, they
beg at once to state their entire disapprobation of any plan of
emancipation involving a resort to bloodshed. With the facts of our
condition before us, it is impossible for us to contemplate any appeal
to the slave to take vengeance on his guilty master, but with the
utmost reprobation. Your Committee regards any counsel of this sort
as the perfection of folly, suicidal in the extreme, and abominably
wicked. We should utterly frown down and wholly discountenance
any attempt to lead our people to confide in brute force as a
reformatory instrumentality. All argument put forth in favor of
insurrection and bloodshed, however well intended, is either the
result of an unpardonable impatience or an atheistic want of faith in
the power of truth as a means of regenerating and reforming the
world.

Again we repeat, let us set our faces against all such absurd,
unavailing, dangerous and mischievous ravings, emanating from
what source they may. The voice of God and of common sense,
equally point out a more excellent way, and that way is a faithful,
earnest, and persevering enforcement of the great principles of justice
and morality, religion and humanity. These are the only invincible
and infallible means within our reach with which to overthrow this
foul system of blood and ruin. Your Committee deem it susceptible of
the clearest demonstration, that slavery exists in this country, because
the people of this country WILL its existence. And they deem it
equally clear, that no system or institution can exist for an hour
against the earnestly-expressed WILL of the people. It were quite easy
to bring to the support of the foregoing proposition powerful and
conclusive illustrations from the history of reform in all ages, and
especially in our own. But the palpable truths of the propositions, as
well as the familiarity of the facts illustrating them, entirely obviate
such a necessity.



Our age is an age of great discoveries; and one of the greatest is that
which revealed that this world is to be ruled, shaped and guided by
the marvelous might of mind. The human voice must supersede the
roar of cannon. Truth alone is the legitimate antidote of falsehood.
Liberty is always sufficient to grapple with tyranny. Free speech-free
discussion-peaceful agitation,-the foolishness of preaching these,
under God, will subvert this giant crime, and send it reeling to its
grave, as if smitten by a voice from the throne of God. Slavery exists

because it is popular. It will cease to exist when it is made unpopular.

Whatever therefore tends to make Slavery unpopular tends to its
destruction. This every Slaveholder knows full well, and hence his
opposition to all discussion of the subject. It is an evidence of intense
feeling of alarm, when John C. Calhoun calls upon the North to put
down what he is pleased to term "this plundering agitation." Let us
give the Slaveholder what he most dislikes.

Let us expose his crimes and his foul abominations. He is reputable
and must be made disreputable. He must be regarded as a moral
lepor-slummed as a loathsome wretch-outlawed from Christian
communion, and from social respectability-an enemy of God and
man, to be execrated by the community till he shall repent of his foul
crimes, and give proof of his sincerity by breaking every chain and
letting the oppressed go free. Let us invoke the Press and appeal to
the pulpit to deal out the righteous denunciations of heaven against
oppression, fraud and wrong, and the desire of our hearts will soon
be given us in the triumph of Liberty throughout all the land. . .

Document Analysis

1. What are the principal ways the committee believes abolitionists
can resist and overcome slavery? What means should be avoided?
Why?

2. How successful do you think the committee’s strategy to abolish
slavery would have been if the Civil War had not intervened?

12-3 Thomas Corwin, "Against the Mexican War" (1847)

Thomas Corwin was a Whig senator from Ohio. Many Whigs, especially
northern Whigs, questioned the need for and wisdom of expansion. The
Mexican-American War proved controversial and divisive. Henry David
Thoreau refused to pay his taxes because they would be used to support the
war. That action and a subsequent essay, "On Civil Disobedience,” became

important precedents 120 years later during the Vietnam conflict. Corwin's
speech touches on key elements of the antiwar argument.

What is the territory, Mr. President, which you propose to wrest from
Mexico? It is consecrated to the heart of the Mexican by many a well-
fought battle with his old Castilian master. His Bunker Hills, and
Saratogas, and Yorktowns are there! The Mexican can say, "There I
bled for liberty! and shall I surrender that consecrated home of my
affections to the Anglo-Saxon invaders? What do they want with it?
They have Texas already. They have possessed themselves of the
territory between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. What else do they
want? To what shall I point my children as memorials of that
independence which I bequeath to them, when those battlefields shall
have passed from my possession?"

Sir, had one come and demanded Bunker Hill of the people of
Massachusetts, had England's lion ever showed himself there, is there
a man over thirteen and under ninety who would not have been
ready to meet him? Is there a river on this continent that would not
have run red with blood? Is there a field but would have been piled
high with the unburied bones of slaughtered Americans before these
consecrated battlefields of liberty should have been wrested from us?
But this same American goes into a sister republic, and says to poor,
weak Mexico, "Give up your territory, you are unworthy to possess it;
I have got one half already, and all I ask of you is to give up the
other!". ...

Sir, look at this pretense of want of room. With twenty millions of
people, you have about one thousand millions of acres of land,
inviting settlement by every conceivable argument, bringing them
down to a quarter of a dollar an acre, and allowing every man to
squat where the pleases. . . .

There is one topic connected with this subject which I tremble when I
approach, and yet I cannot forbear to notice it. It meets you in every
step you take; it threatens you which way soever you go in the
prosecution of this war. I allude to the question of slavery. Opposition
to its further extension, it must be obvious to everyone, is a deeply
rooted determination with men of all parties in what we call the
nonslaveholding states. New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, three of
the most powerful, have already sent their legislative instructions
here. So it will be, I doubt not, in all the rest. It is vain now to
speculate about the reasons for this. Gentlemen of the South may call
it prejudice, passion, hypocrisy, fanaticism. I shall not dispute with



them now on that point. You and I cannot alter or change this
opinion, if we would. These people only say we will not, cannot
consent that you shall carry slavery where it does not already exist.
They do not seek to disturb you in that institution as it exists in your
states. Enjoy it if you will and as you will. This is their language; this
their determination. How is it in the South? Can it be expected that
they should expend in common their blood and their treasure in the
acquisition of immense territory, and then willingly forgo the right to
carry thither their slaves, and inhabit the conquered country if they
please to do so? Sir, I know the feelings and opinions of the South too
well to calculate on this. Nay, I believe they would even contend to
any extremity for the mere right, had they no wish to exert it. I believe
(and I confess I tremble when the conviction presses upon me) that
there is equal obstinacy on both sides of this fearful question.

If, then, we persist in war, which, if it terminates in anything short of
a mere wanton waste of blood as well as money, must end (as this bill
proposes) in the acquisition of territory, to which at once this
controversy must attach-this bill would seem to be nothing less than a
bill to produce internal commotion. Should we prosecute this war
another moment, or expend one dollar in the purchase or conquest of
a single acre of Mexican land, the North and the South are brought
into collision on a point where neither will yield. Who can foresee or
foretell the result! Who so bold or reckless as to look such a conflict in
the face unmoved! I do not envy the heart of him who can realize the
possibility of such a conflict without emotions too painful to be
endured. Why, then, shall we, the representatives of the sovereign
states of the Union-the chosen guardians of this confederated
Republic, why should we precipitate this fearful struggle, by
continuing a war the result of which must be to force us at once upon
a civil conflict? Sir, rightly considered, this is treason, treason to the
Union, treason to the dearest interests, the loftiest aspirations, the
most cherished hopes of our constituents. It is a crime to risk the
possibility of such a contest. It is a crime of such infernal hue that
every other in the catalogue of iniquity, when compared with it,
whitens into virtue. . . .

Let us abandon all idea of acquiring further territory and by
consequence cease at once to prosecute this war. Let us call home our
armies, and bring them at once within our own acknowledged limits.
Show Mexico that you are sincere when you say you desire nothing
by conquest. She has learned that she cannot encounter you in war,
and if she had not, she is too weak to disturb you here. Tender her
peace, and, my life on it, she will then accept it. But whether she shall

or not, you will have peace without her consent. It is your invasion
that has made war; your retreat will restore peace. Let us then close
forever the approaches of internal feud, and so return to the ancient
concord and the old ways of national prosperity and permanent
glory. Let us here, in this temple consecrated to the Union, perform a
solemn lustration; let us wash Mexican blood from our hands, and on
these altars, and in the presence of that image of the Father of his
Country that looks down upon us, swear to preserve honorable peace
with all the world and eternal brotherhood with each other.

Document Analysis

1. What are the three arguments Corwin advances against the war?
Which argument do you feel would have been most effective? Which
groups would have found them most convincing?

2. Do you think the average Mexican citizen would accept or
identify with Corwin's Bunker Hill metaphor? Why or why not?

Chapter 13
13-1 Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Declaration of Sentiments (1848)

Elizabeth Cady Stanton (1815-1902) and Lucretia Mott played a major role

in drafting the declaration that was presented at the Seneca Falls convention
in 1848. The document paralleled the Declaration of Independence and listed
the grievances of women, ending with the controversial request for women's
rights.

When, in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one
portion of the family of man to assume among the people of the earth
a position different from that which they have hitherto occupied, but
one to which the laws of nature and of nature's God entitle them, a
decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should
declare the causes that impel them to such a course.

We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men and women are
created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain
inalienable rights; that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness; that to secure these rights governments are instituted,
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, 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 has shown 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 duty to throw off such government, and to provide new guards
for their future security. Such has been the patient sufferance of the
women under this government, and such is now the necessity which
constrains them to demand the equal station to which they are
entitled.

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. To prove
this, let facts be submitted to a candid word.

He has never permitted her to exercise her inalienable right to the
elective franchise.

He has compelled her to submit to laws, in the formation of which she
had no voice.

He has withheld from her rights which are given to the most ignorant
and degraded men-both natives and foreigners.

Having deprived her of this first right of a citizen, the elective
franchise, thereby leaving her without representation in the halls of
legislation, he has oppressed her on all sides.

He has made her, if married, in the eye of the law, civilly dead.

He has taken from her all right in property, even to the wages she
earns.

He has made her, morally, an irresponsible being, as she can commit
many crimes with impunity, provided they be done in the presence of
her husband. In the covenant of marriage, she is compelled to promise
obedience to her husband, he becoming, to all intents and purposes,

her master, the law giving him power to deprive her of her liberty,
and to administer chastisement.

He has so framed the laws of divorce, as to what shall be the proper
causes, and in case of separation, to whom the guardianship of the
children shall be given, as to be wholly regardless of the happiness of
women-the law, in all cases, going upon a false supposition of the
supremacy of man, and giving all power into his hands.

After depriving her of all rights as a married woman, if single, and the
owner of property, he has taxed her to support a government which
recognizes her only when her property can be made profitable to it.

He has monopolized nearly all the profitable employments, and from
those she is permitted to follow, she receives but a scanty
remuneration. He closes against her all the avenues to wealth and
distinction which he considers most honorable to himself. As a
teacher of theology, medicine, or law, she is not known.

He has denied her the facilities for obtaining a thorough education, all
colleges being closed against her.

He allows her in Church, as well as in State, but a subordinate
position, claiming Apostolic authority for her exclusion from the
ministry, and, with some exceptions, from any public participation in
the affairs of the Church.

He has created a false public sentiment by giving to the world a
different code of morals for men and women, by which the moral
delinquencies which exclude women from society are not only
tolerated, but deemed of little account in man.

He has usurped the prerogative of Jehovah himself, claiming it as his
right to assign for her a sphere of action, when that belongs to her
conscience and to her God.

He has endeavored, in every way he could, to destroy her confidence
in her own powers, to lessen her self-respect, and to make her willing
to lead a dependent and abject life.

Now, in the view of this entire disfranchisement of one-half of the
people of this country, their social and religious degradation, in view
of the unjust laws above mentioned, and because women do feel
themselves aggrieved, oppressed, and fraudulently deprived of their



most sacred rights, we insist that they have immediate admission to
all the rights and privileges which belong to them as citizens of the
United States.

In entering upon the great work before us, we anticipate no small
amount of misconception, misrepresentation, and ridicule; but we
shall use every instrumentality within our power to effect our object.
We shall employ agents, circulate tracts, petition the State and
National legislatures, and endeavor to enlist the pulpit and the press
on our behalf. We hope this Convention will be followed by a series of
Conventions embracing every part of the country.

Document Analysis

1. Why would the authors of the Declaration parallel the Declaration
of Independence?

2. What is their major demand?

3. Why would people reject and actively fight against the ideas of
this document?

13-2 Catharine E. Beecher, “A Treatise on Domestic Economy, for
the Use of Young Ladies at Home, and at School” (1841)

Catharine E. Beecher is the less-famous sister of Harriet Beecher Stowe,
author of Uncle Tom’s Cabin. But Catharine was an influential educator and
writer in her own right. She promoted the idea of a liberal education for girls
and women, and she opened several schools that taught domestic science. Her
goal was to elevate the opinion of women’s work through educating women
to approach their lives with a sense of greater purpose, of contribution to a
greater good. Many of her works are still in print.

There are some reasons why American women should feel an interest
in the support of the democratic institutions of their Country, which it
is important that they should consider. The great maxim, which is the
basis of all our civil and political institutions, is, that "all men are
created equal,”" and that they are equally entitled to "life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness."

But it can readily be seen, that this is only another mode of expressing
the fundamental principle which the Great Ruler of the Universe has
established, as the law of His eternal government. "Thou shalt love
thy neighbor as thyself;" and "Whatsoever ye would that men should

do to you, do ye even so to them." These are the Scripture forms, by
which the Supreme Lawgiver requires that each individual of our race
shall regard the happiness of others, as of the same value as his own;
and which forbids any institution, in private or civil life, which
secures advantages to one class, by sacrificing the interests of another.

The principles of democracy, then, are identical with the principles of
Christianity.

But, in order that each individual may pursue and secure the highest
degree of happiness within his reach, unimpeded by the selfish
interests of others, a system of laws must be established, which
sustain certain relations and dependencies in social and civil life.
What these relations and their attending obligations shall be, are to be
determined, not with reference to the wishes and interests of a few,
but solely with reference to the general good of all; so that each
individual shall have his own interest, as much as the public benefit,
secured by them.

For this purpose, it is needful that certain relations be sustained, that
involve the duties of subordination. There must be the magistrate and
the subject, one of whom is the superior, and the other the inferior.
There must be the relations of husband and wife, parent and child,
teacher and pupil, employer and employed, each involving the
relative duties of subordination. The superior in certain particulars is
to direct, and the inferior is to yield obedience. Society could never go
forward, harmoniously, nor could any craft or profession be
successfully pursued, unless these superior and subordinate relations
be instituted and sustained.

But who shall take the higher, and who the subordinate, stations in
social and civil life? This matter, in the case of parents and children, is
decided by the Creator. He has given children to the control of
parents, as their superiors, and to them they remain subordinate, to a
certain age, or so long as they are members of their household. And
parents can delegate such a portion of their authority to teachers and
employers, as the interests of their children require.

In most other cases, in a truly democratic state, each individual is
allowed to choose for himself, who shall take the position of his
superior. No woman is forced to obey any husband but the one she
chooses for herself; nor is she obliged to take a husband, if she prefers
to remain single. So every domestic, and every artisan or laborer, after
passing from parental control, can choose the employer to whom he is



to accord obedience, or, if he prefers to relinquish certain advantages,
he can remain without taking a subordinate place to any employer. . .

In this Country, it is established, both by opinion and by practice, that
women have an equal interest in all social and civil concerns; and that
no domestic, civil, or political, institution, is right, that sacrifices her
interest to promote that of the other sex. But in order to secure her the
more firmly in all these privileges, it is decided, that, in the domestic
relation, she take a subordinate station, and that, in civil and political
concerns, her interests be intrusted to the other sex, without her
taking any part in voting, or in making and administering laws. . . .

It appears, then, that it is in America, alone, that women are raised to
an equality with the other sex; and that, both in theory and practice,
their interests are regarded as of equal value. They are made
subordinate in station, only where a regard to their best interests
demands it, while, as if in compensation for this, by custom and
courtesy, they are always treated as superiors. Universally, in this
Country, through every class of society, precedence is given to
women, in all the comforts, conveniences, and courtesies, of life.

In civil and political affairs, American women take no interest or
concern, except so far as they sympathize with their family and
personal friends; but in all cases, in which they do feel a concern, their
opinions and feelings have a consideration, equal, or even superior, to
that of the other sex. . ..

If those who are bewailing themselves over the fancied wrongs and
injuries of women in this Nation, could only see things as they are,
they would know, that, whatever remnants of a barbarous or
aristocratic age may remain in our civil institutions, in reference to the
interests of women, it is only because they are ignorant of it, or do not
use their influence to have them rectified; for it is very certain that
there is nothing reasonable which American women would unite in
asking, that would not readily be bestowed. . . .

If this be so, as none will deny, then to American women, more than
to any others on earth, is committed the exalted privilege of extending
over the world those blessed influences, that are to renovate degraded
man, and "clothe all climes with beauty."

... Thus, also, with those labors that are to be made effectual in the
regeneration of the Earth. The woman who is rearing a family of

children; the woman who labors in the schoolroom; the woman who,
in her retired chamber, earns, with her needle, the mite to contribute
for the intellectual and moral elevation of her country; even the
humble domestic, whose example and influence may be moulding
and forming young minds, while her faithful services sustain a
prosperous domestic state;--each and all may be cheered by the
consciousness, that they are agents in accomplishing the greatest
work that ever was committed to human responsibility. It is the
building of a glorious temple, whose base shall be coextensive with
the bounds of the earth, whose summit shall pierce the skies, whose
splendor shall beam on all lands, and those who hew the lowliest
stone, as much as those who carve the highest capital, will be equally
honored when its top-stone shall be laid, with new rejoicings of the
morning stars, and shoutings of the sons of God. . . .

Document Analysis

1. Interestingly, Beecher did not support women'’s suffrage. What
clues do you find here to explain her reasoning?

2. Examine Beecher’s description of the lives of U.S. women. Does
Beecher present a positive or negative image? Is this image similar to,
or different from, what you had expected?

3. In Beecher’s opinion, what power did women exercise?

The Primary Source Document Response is an academic paper, based
on factual information and must not be written in first person (eg. "I
think", "I feel", "My opinion", "We are told".). Each paper is to be
typed (double-spaced, 1" margins, 12 point regular font), source-
noted, spell-checked, grammatically correct, and proofread, and be
the equivalent of 3 to 4 double-spaced pages in length.

You must incorporate document, textbook, and video/ class
information into your responses and answer ALL questions and sub-
questions (in an integrated manner) to receive a decent grade.

Students randomly assigned a “1” will complete the assignment from
one of these PSD’s from the first 4 chapters. Students will choose any
one of the assigned PSD Documents and answer the question(s) that
follow it in an integrated manner.

All students, regardless of which PSD paper they have been
assigned, will be responsible for reading ALL of these documents
(11) and the information they contain will be included in the
midterm exam.




