LAWCHA

The Labor and Working-Class History Association

— TR

P ECLARATION

"By THE REPRESLNTATIVES OF THE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
~  In GENERAL CONGRESS AssEMBLED.

HE N in the Cearfe of haizsn Event, 1t mﬁmbg‘hf one People o difolve, ehe Palitical Bands shich have coancfied them
with ancther, aad to alfenic among the ewens of the the Gperate and e?mt Slaten w which the L. By ar Wature and of
Waued’s God entitle chem, - a decemt Refpell iv ihs ﬂp: oo of ‘|1anhnd :tqul:u
Lo omite .-
Rl \v'm".hre “Truths 1o be lf- w that 4 M‘m are r:m,.n.l: equal,  that shey are endewed by their Crestor with ceriaba
o andlieable Righti, that smong I'J‘K'FG L3 1?'1 !hc B url'\—ﬂ of H:ppinr"l.—-- Tlest for o tet Rights, Govemepentaare
“Mien, deriviag ther yurt Powers freen 1 : that whenever sy, Form qr(,tmn Bevonses Mmﬂwaf l?nﬁ"

& |_q.|'.|hq~_|-'¢¢9'lu mdnero- ol 3 l r Mﬂm o T P'ring
ST T (e LT e T

st they thoald deelarg thz caatts which impel | them =

WM ' L
‘chanped for |ight and 1ranficnt Caafce) dnd'secondin, [l Experience hath fhiown, thie 3

A are lllﬁt dilpaicd 1o fulfer, while
Hvils are faferablc, Vg‘ﬂeﬂ ito right 1!.“11‘.':“:51»5: sboliflieg the Forme fo which - Icltm. im"lmm.l. Dt when a ln-n

: 3 he under sbioluse Défecaif R s o o e DM ryaiont, puebic
= J e L ‘evinces a Dlign 1o roduce them r i iy, it o dbvsie Righe, Bas cheir Duty,  to theaw off fuch G ovemancnot
[ ‘#*’a ::‘&t P"“';“gl‘ e m;&h‘f’ their futiee Sl:w.gum}- Sach i been the Fllﬂxﬂé:'-lmn{ thife Cobamics; and foch & I‘:M-' ths Neocificy which coafivaln
B _ L theen. 0 abuer their former Syllems of Gevernment, ' Tle Hiftory of the pec ot King of Great-Uritsia is a Hifloey of repeated Inj um:um! Usarpaticas, =11

h direlt :Ih&lbc Edtablithavent of an nbﬂuh‘!‘:rmy ever thole Sbe | To an: this, let Faity bs fubmiteed 1o 2 candid
ﬁ?:‘r:. ':gr‘nrgd i ATRzAr 1 Lawd, the maft wholcfoma and nccedliey for the i pablic Good
He his. Hur‘h hit Ciawetsors o p:f-: Lam Hrw-!u:r mi ing lenporcance; wnlsty fiifpendad in their Operaion till hit Alfsnz theald be obisnad

Power-Hungry Counter-Revolutionaries or

Bourgeois Radicals?

Posted on July 5, 2016 by Chad Pearson

Readers of the LAWCHA blog will be interested in a few of the different leftist
interpretations of the meaning of American independence and the revolutionary experience.
Writing in the New York Times, Robert G. Parkinson makes the case that, for the founders,
“separation from Britain was as much, if not more, about racial fear and exclusion as it was
about inalienable rights.”

In many ways, Parkinson’s essay reinforces the central argument of Gerald Horne’s 2014
The Counter-Revolution of 1776: Slave Resistance and the Origins of the United States of
America

Parkinson’s New York Times editorial prompted James Livingston to push back against what
Livingston calls “The new intellectual fashion on the academic Left.”
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http://www.nytimes.com/2016/07/04/opinion/did-a-fear-of-slave-revolts-drive-american-independence.html?action=click&pgtype=Homepage&clickSource=story-heading&module=opinion-c-col-right-region&region=opinion-c-col-right-region&WT.nav=opinion-c-col-right-region
http://nyupress.org/books/9781479893409/
http://nyupress.org/books/9781479893409/
https://politicsandletters.wordpress.com/2016/07/04/unhappy-4th-of-july/
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The'Declaratlon of Independence, 1776

One does not need to search far to find others on both sides of this debate. Over at Jacobin,
William Hogeland takes a critical view of the founders. “Egalitarian goals,” he maintains,
“were not on the minds of any of the well-known founders, for all of their other differences.
That includes mutually divided nationalists like Washington, Hamilton, Madison, and Adams
and state-sovereigntist, anti-nationalists like Patrick Henry.”

Writing for the World Socialist Website, Joseph Kishore, complementing Livingston, views
the period much more favorably. In his view, “The Declaration of Independence marked a
major turning point in history, not only for the people of what would become the United
States of America, but for the entire world.”

What do you think?
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https://www.jacobinmag.com/2016/07/hogeland-independence-day-american-revolution-socialist/
https://www.jacobinmag.com/2016/07/hogeland-independence-day-american-revolution-socialist/
https://www.jacobinmag.com/2016/07/hogeland-independence-day-american-revolution-socialist/
https://www.jacobinmag.com/2016/07/hogeland-independence-day-american-revolution-socialist/
https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2014/07/04/pers-j04.html?platform=hootsuite
/author/cepearson/
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