
1 
 

2025-2026 English 9H Summer Assignment 
Your summer assignment will focus on non-fiction selections to prepare you for important literary 
themes in English 9H. The speeches below connect to our first text of the year, The Crucible by 
Arthur Miller. The Winthrop piece provides insight into the Puritan way of life, and the other two 
reflect political voices during time period (1950s) in which Miller wrote the play.  
 
NON-FICTION SELECTIONS 

1. A City on a Hill (Winthrop) 
2. The Enemy Within (McCarthy) 
3. Declaration of Conscience (Chase) 

 
Complete the following tasks for EACH non-fiction selection: 

1. Annotate each text using the process explained in the videos below. 
2. Bring the texts to class on the first day of school. All annotations should be completed by 

hand. 
 
When you annotate a text, you make notes in the margins to help you find patterns in the text 
worthy of analysis. I will check your annotations on the first day of class (a 30-point assignment). 
Good annotations focus on patterns (themes, figurative language, imagery, symbolism, tone, 
etc.), not exclusively summary or unfamiliar vocabulary. They allow you to interact with the text, 
reacting to the language and preparing to analyze the work. It is perfectly acceptable to include 
comments in the margins that focus on your reactions to the writers’ choices. Be personal! When 
you make notes on the texts, the amount you annotate will vary, but use your best judgment 
here. Go beyond summarizing the content or defining words.  
 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tEMNDdfLWDA 
(“How to annotate text: Highlight and Rewrite” by School Habits) 
 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w5Mz4nwciWc   
(“How to Annotate a Text While Reading” by School Habits) 
 
Your assignment is due on the first day of class. Here is how it will be graded: 
Annotations are worth 30 points. I will collect annotations on the first day of class. Here are the 
criteria on the rubric: 

◼ Annotations focus on patterns (themes, figurative language, imagery, symbolism, tone, 
etc.), not exclusively summary or unfamiliar words (20 pts) 

◼ Annotations show the reader’s personal interaction with the story. (10 pts) 
 
Please contact teacher Erin Atkinson at erin.atkinson@signature.edu if you have questions. 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tEMNDdfLWDA
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w5Mz4nwciWc
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CITY ON A HILL  
(from A Model of Christian Charity) 

John Winthrop1 
June 1630 

This is an abridged version of the sermon. 
 
A Model Hereof 

God Almighty in his most holy and wise providence hath so disposed of the 

condition of mankind, as in all times some must be rich some poor, some high 

and eminent in power and dignity; others mean and in subjection. 

 

The Reason hereof: 

1st Reason. 

First to hold conformity with the rest of His world, being delighted to show forth 

the glory of his wisdom in the variety and difference of the creatures, and the glory of 

His power in ordering all these differences for the preservation and good of the whole, 

and the glory of His greatness, that as it is the glory of princes to have many officers, so 

this great king will have many stewards, counting himself more honored in dispensing 

his gifts to man by man, than if he did it by his own immediate hands. 

2nd Reason. 

Secondly, that He might have the more occasion to manifest the work of his 

Spirit: first upon the wicked in moderating and restraining them, so that the rich and 

mighty should not eat up the poor, nor the poor and despised rise up against and shake 

off their yoke. Secondly, in the regenerate, in exercising His graces in them, as in the 

great ones, their love, mercy, gentleness, temperance etc., and in the poor and inferior 

sort, their faith, patience, obedience etc. 

3rd Reason. 

Thirdly, that every man might have need of others, and from hence they might 

be all knit more nearly together in the bonds of brotherly affection. From hence it 

appears plainly that no man is made more honorable than another or more 

wealthy etc., out of any particular and singular respect to himself, but for the glory of his 

Creator and the common good of the creature, Man. Therefore God still reserves the 

property of these gifts to Himself as Ezek. 16:17, He there calls wealth, His gold and His 

silver, and Prov. 3:9, He claims their service as His due, “Honor the Lord with thy riches,” 

etc. — All men being thus (by divine providence) ranked into two sorts, rich and poor; 

under the first are comprehended all such as are able to live comfortably by their own 

means duly improved; and all others are poor according to the former distribution…. 

Question: What rule must we observe and walk by in cause of community of peril? 

Answer: The same as before, but with more enlargement towards others and 

less respect towards ourselves and our own right. Hence it was that in the primitive 

 
1 Eventually the governor of the Massachusetts Bay Colony for 12 years between 1630-1649, Winthrop (1588-
1649) delivered this sermon to his fellow settlers before they reached New England. 
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Church they sold all, had all things in common, neither did any man say that which he 

possessed was his own. Likewise in their return out of the captivity, because the work 

was great for the restoring of the church and the danger of enemies was common to all, 

Nehemiah directs the Jews to liberality and readiness in remitting their debts to their 

brethren, and disposing liberally to such as wanted, and stand not upon their own dues 

which they might have demanded of them. Thus did some of our forefathers in times of 

persecution in England, and so did many of the faithful of other churches, whereof we 

keep an honorable remembrance of them; and it is to be observed that both in 

Scriptures and latter stories of the churches that such as have been most bountiful to 

the poor saints, especially in those extraordinary times and occasions, God hath left 

them highly commended to posterity… 

Thus stands the cause between God and us. We are entered into covenant with 

Him for this work. We have taken out a commission. The Lord hath given us leave to 

draw our own articles. We have professed to enterprise these and those accounts, upon 

these and those ends. We have hereupon besought Him of favor and blessing. Now if 

the Lord shall please to hear us, and bring us in peace to the place we desire, then hath 

He ratified this covenant and sealed our commission, and will expect a strict 

performance of the articles contained in it; but if we shall neglect the observation of 

these articles which are the ends we have propounded, and, dissembling with our God, 

shall fall to embrace this present world and prosecute our carnal intentions, seeking 

great things for ourselves and our posterity, the Lord will surely break out in wrath 

against us, and be revenged of such a people, and make us know the price of 

the breach of such a covenant. 

Now the only way to avoid this shipwreck, and to provide for our posterity, is to 

follow the counsel of Micah, to do justly, to love mercy, to walk humbly with our God. 

For this end, we must be knit together, in this work, as one man. We must entertain 

each other in brotherly affection. We must be willing to abridge ourselves of our 

superfluities, for the supply of others’ necessities. We must uphold a familiar commerce 

together in all meekness, gentleness, patience and liberality. We must delight in each 

other; make others’ conditions our own; rejoice together, mourn together, labor and 

suffer together, always having before our eyes our commission and community in the 

work, as members of the same body. So shall we keep the unity of the spirit in the bond 

of peace. The Lord will be our God, and delight to dwell among us, as His own people, 

and will command a blessing upon us in all our ways, so that we shall see much more of 

His wisdom, power, goodness and truth, than formerly we have been acquainted with. 

We shall find that the God of Israel is among us, when ten of us shall be able to resist a 

thousand of our enemies; when He shall make us a praise and glory that men shall say 

of succeeding plantations, “may the Lord make it like that of New England.” For we must 

consider that we shall be as a city upon a hill. The eyes of all people are upon us. So that 

if we shall deal falsely with our God in this work we have undertaken, and so cause Him 

to withdraw His present help from us, we shall be made a story and a by-word through 

the world. We shall open the mouths of enemies to speak evil of the ways of God, and 
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all professors for God’s sake. We shall shame the faces of many of God’s worthy 

servants, and cause their prayers to be turned into curses upon us till we be consumed 

out of the good land whither we are going. 

And to shut this discourse with that exhortation of Moses, that faithful servant 

of the Lord, in his last farewell to Israel, Deut. 30. “Beloved, there is now set before us 

life and death, good and evil,” in that we are commanded this day to love the Lord our 

God, and to love one another, to walk in his ways and to keep his Commandments and 

his ordinance and his laws, and the articles of our Covenant with Him, that we may live 

and be multiplied, and that the Lord our God may bless us in the land whither we go to 

possess it. But if our hearts shall turn away, so that we will not obey, but shall be 

seduced, and worship other Gods, our pleasure and profits, and serve them; it is 

propounded unto us this day, we shall surely perish out of the good land whither we pass 

over this vast sea to possess it. 

Therefore let us choose life,  

that we and our seed may live, 

by obeying His voice and cleaving to Him, 

for He is our life and our prosperity. 
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ENEMIES FROM WITHIN 
Joseph McCarthy2 

Wheeling, West Virginia 
Feb. 20, 1950 

This is an abridged version of the speech. 
 

Tonight as we celebrate the 141st birthday of one of the great men in American 

history, I would like to be able to talk about what a glorious day today is in the history of 

the world. As we celebrate the birth of this man, who with his whole heart and soul 

hated war, I would like to be able to speak of peace in our time, of war being outlawed, 

and of worldwide disarmament. These would be truly appropriate things to be able to 

mention as we celebrate the birthday of Abraham Lincoln.  

Five years after a world war has been won, men’s hearts should anticipate a long 

peace, and men’s minds should be free from the heavy weight that comes with war. But 

this is not such a period—for this is not a period of peace. This is a time of the Cold War. 

This is a time when all the world is split into two vast, increasingly hostile armed 

camps—a time of a great armaments race. Today we can almost physically hear the 

mutterings and rumblings of an invigorated god of war. You can see it, feel it, and hear it 

all the way from the hills of Indochina, from the shores of Formosa right over into the 

very heart of Europe itself...  

Today we are engaged in a final, all-out battle between communistic atheism 

and Christianity. The modern champions of communism have selected this as the time. 

And, ladies and gentlemen, the chips are down—they are truly down.  

Lest there be any doubt that the time has been chosen, let us go directly to the 

leader of communism today—Joseph Stalin.3 Here is what he said—not back in 1928, 

not before the war, not during the war—but two years after the last war was ended: “To 

think that the communist revolution can be carried out peacefully, within the framework 

of a Christian democracy, means one has either gone out of one’s mind and lost all 

normal understanding, or has grossly and openly repudiated the communist revolution.”  

And this is what was said by Lenin4 in 1919, which was also quoted with 

approval by Stalin in 1947: “We are living,” said Lenin, “not merely in a state but in a 

system of states, and the existence of the Soviet Republic side by side with Christian 

states for a long time is unthinkable. One or the other must triumph in the end. And 

before that end supervenes, a series of frightful collisions between the Soviet Republic 

and the bourgeois states will be inevitable.”  

 
2 Wisconsin Senator McCarthy (1908–1957) served in the Senate from 1947 to 1957. His claims in the 
speech served as the driving force of the Red Scare, the historic “witch hunt” of the 1950s. 
3 Josef Stalin (1878-1953) was the leader of the Soviet Union from the mid-1920s until his death in 1953. He 
is now well-known for ordering political purges and imprisoning thousands of people in the Gulag prison 
camps. The number of deaths caused by Stalin’s regime is still debated, but it is largely agreed to be in the 
millions. 
4 Vladimir Lenin (1870-1924) was a Russian communist leader, politician, and political theorist. 
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Ladies and gentlemen, can there be anyone here tonight who is so blind as to 

say that the war is not on? Can there be anyone who fails to realize that the communist 

world has said, “The time is now”—that this is the time for the showdown between the 

democratic Christian world and the communist atheistic world? Unless we face this fact, 

we shall pay the price that must be paid by those who wait too long.  

Six years ago, at the time of the first conference to map out peace—Dumbarton 

Oaks—there was within the Soviet orbit 180 million people. Lined up on the anti-

totalitarian side there were in the world at that time roughly 1.625 billion people. Today, 

only six years later, there are 800 million people under the absolute domination of 

Soviet Russia—an increase of over 400 percent. On our side, the figure has shrunk to 

around 500 million. In other words, in less than six years the odds have changed from 9 

to 1 in our favor to 8 to 5 against us. This indicates the swiftness of the tempo of 

communist victories and American defeats in the Cold War. As one of our outstanding 

historical figures once said, “When a great democracy is destroyed, it will not be because 

of enemies from without but rather because of enemies from within.” The truth of this 

statement is becoming terrifyingly clear as we see this country each day losing on every 

front.  

At war’s end we were physically the strongest nation on Earth and, at least 

potentially, the most powerful intellectually and morally. Ours could have been the 

honor of being a beacon in the desert of destruction, a shining, living proof that 

civilization was not yet ready to destroy itself. Unfortunately, we have failed miserably 

and tragically to arise to the opportunity.  

The reason why we find ourselves in a position of impotency is not because our 

only powerful, potential enemy has sent men to invade our shores, but rather because 

of the traitorous actions of those who have been treated so well by this nation. It has 

not been the less fortunate or members of minority groups who have been selling this 

nation out, but rather those who have had all the benefits that the wealthiest nation on 

earth has had to offer—the finest homes, the finest college education, and the finest 

jobs in government we can give.  

This is glaringly true in the State Department. There the bright young men who 

are born with silver spoons in their mouths are the ones who have been worst.  

Now I know it is very easy for anyone to condemn a particular bureau or 

department in general terms. Therefore, I would like to cite one rather unusual case—

the case of a man who has done much to shape our foreign policy.  

When Chiang Kai-shek5 was fighting our war, the State Department had in China 

a young man named John S. Service. His task, obviously, was not to work for the 

communization of China. Strangely, however, he sent official reports back to the State 

Department urging that we torpedo our ally Chiang Kai-shek and stating, in effect, that 

communism was the best hope of China.  

 
5 Chiang Kai-shek (1888-1975) was a Chinese political and military leader who fought against Mao Zedong’s 
Communist forces. 
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Later, this man—John Service—was picked up by the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation for turning over to the communists secret State Department information. 

Strangely, however, he was never prosecuted. However, Joseph Grew, the 

undersecretary of state, who insisted on his prosecution, was forced to resign. Two days 

after, Grew’s successor, Dean Acheson, took over as undersecretary of state, this man—

John Service—who had been picked up by the FBI and who had previously urged that 

communism was the best hope of China, was not only reinstated in the State 

Department but promoted; and finally, under Acheson, placed in charge of all 

placements and promotions. Today, ladies and gentlemen, this man Service is on his way 

to represent the State Department and Acheson in Calcutta—by far and away the most 

important listening post in the Far East.  

Now, let’s see what happens when individuals with communist connections are 

forced out of the State Department. Gustave Duran, who was labeled as, I quote, “a 

notorious international communist,”6 was made assistant secretary of state in charge of 

Latin American affairs. He was taken into the State Department from his job as a 

lieutenant colonel in the Communist International Brigade. Finally, after intense 

congressional pressure and criticism, he resigned in 1946 from the State Department—

and, ladies and gentlemen, where do you think he is now? He took over a high-salaried 

job as chief of Cultural Activities Section in the office of the assistant secretary-general of 

the United Nations...  

This, ladies and gentlemen, gives you somewhat of a picture of the type of 

individuals who have been helping to shape our foreign policy. In my opinion the State 

Department, which is one of the most important government departments, is 

thoroughly infested with communists.  

I have in my hand 577 cases of individuals who would appear to be either card-

carrying members or certainly loyal to the Communist Party, but who nevertheless are 

still helping to shape our foreign policy.8 

One thing to remember in discussing the communists in our government is that 

we are not dealing with spies who get 30 pieces of silver to steal the blueprints of new 

weapons. We are dealing with a far more sinister type of activity because it permits the 

enemy to guide and shape our policy.9 

This brings us down to the case of one Alger Hiss,10 who is important not as an 

individual anymore but rather because he is so representative of a group in the State 

Department. It is unnecessary to go over the sordid events showing how he sold out the 

 
6 It is unclear who or what McCarthy is quoting. It has been suggested that he was loosely paraphrasing 
ideas from either Abraham Lincoln’s Lyceum Address or his “House Divided” Speech. 
7 This number has fluctuated over time. Other sources claim that he said 205. 
8 Despite these accusations, McCarthy refused to produce any of these names or any evidence supporting 
his claim 
9 These words were spoken by Representative Richard Nixon two weeks earlier in the House of 
Representatives; however, McCarthy does not cite him in his speech. 
10 Alger Hiss (1904-1996) was an American government official who was accused of being a Soviet spy in 
1948. While never tried for treason, he was convicted of perjury, or lying while under oath. 
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nation which had given him so much. Those are rather fresh in all of our minds. 

However, it should be remembered that the facts in regard to his connection with this 

international communist spy ring were made known to the then-Undersecretary of State 

Berle three days after Hitler and Stalin signed the Russo-German Alliance Pact. At that 

time one Whittaker Chambers—who was also part of the spy ring—apparently decided 

that with Russia on Hitler’s side, he could no longer betray our nation to Russia. He gave 

Undersecretary of State Berle—and this is all a matter of record—practically all, if not 

more, of the facts upon which Hiss’ conviction was based.  

Undersecretary Berle promptly contacted Dean Acheson and received word in 

return that Acheson, and I quote, “could vouch for Hiss absolutely”—at which time the 

matter was dropped. And this, you understand, was at a time when Russia was an ally of 

Germany. This condition existed while Russia and Germany were invading and 

dismembering Poland, and while the communist groups here were screaming 

“warmonger” at the United States for their support of the Allied nations.  

Again in 1943, the FBI had occasion to investigate the facts surrounding Hiss’ 

contacts with the Russian spy ring. But even after that FBI report was submitted, nothing 

was done.  

Then, late in 1948—on August 5—when the Un-American Activities 

Committee.11 This was a committee of the United States House of Representatives, 

created in 1938 to investigate “subversive activities.” They investigated private citizens, 

public employees, and organizations suspected of ties to or sympathy with communism. 

called Alger Hiss to give an accounting, President Truman at once issued a presidential 

directive ordering all government agencies to refuse to turn over any information 

whatsoever in regard to the communist activities of any government employee to a 

congressional committee.  

Incidentally, even after Hiss was convicted, it is interesting to note that the president still 

labeled the expose of Hiss as a “red herring.”  

If time permitted, it might be well to go into detail about the fact that Hiss was 

Roosevelt’s chief adviser at Yalta12 when Roosevelt was admittedly in ill health and tired 

physically and mentally... and when, according to the secretary of state, Hiss and 

Gromyko13 drafted the report on the conference.  

According to the then-Secretary of State Stettinius, here are some of the things 

that Hiss helped to decide at Yalta: (1) the establishment of a European High 

Commission; (2) the treatment of Germany—this you will recall was the conference at 

which it was decided that we would occupy Berlin with Russia occupying an area 

 
11 McCarthy is referencing the House Un-American Activities Committee (HUAC) 
12 The Yalta conference was in February 1945 between U.S. President Franklin D. Roosevelt, Soviet Premier 
Joseph Stalin, and U.K. Prime Minister Winston Churchill. They met to discuss Europe’s post-WWII 
reorganization. 
13 Andrei Andreyevich Gromyko (1909-1989) was a Soviet statesman during the Cold War. He was 
responsible for many Soviet foreign policy decisions. 
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completely encircling the city, which as you know, resulted in the Berlin airlift,14 which 

cost 31 American lives; (3) the Polish question;15 (4) the relationship between UNRRA21 

21. The United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Administration, or UNRRA, was an 

international relief agency that was founded in 1943 and became part of the United 

Nations in 1945. and the Soviet; (5) the rights of Americans on control commissions of 

Romania, Bulgaria and Hungary; (6) Iran; (7) China—here’s where we gave away 

Manchuria;16 (8) Turkish Straits question;17 (9) international trusteeships; (10) Korea.  

Of the results of this conference, Arthur Bliss Lane of the State Department had 

this to say: “As I glanced over the document, I could not believe my eyes. To me, almost 

every line spoke of a surrender to Stalin.”  

As you hear this story of high treason, I know that you are saying to yourself, 

“Well, why doesn’t the Congress do something about it?” Actually, ladies and 

gentlemen, one of the important reasons for the graft, the corruption, the dishonesty, 

the disloyalty, the treason in high government positions—one of the most important 

reasons why this continues—is a lack of moral uprising on the part of the 140 million 

American people. In the light of history, however, this is not hard to explain.  

It is the result of an emotional hangover and a temporary moral lapse which 

follows every war. It is the apathy to evil which people who have been subjected to the 

tremendous evils of war feel. As the people of the world see mass murder, the 

destruction of defenseless and innocent people, and all of the crime and lack of morals 

which go with war, they become numb and apathetic. It has always been thus after war. 

However, the morals of our people have not been destroyed. They still exist. This cloak 

of numbness and apathy has only needed a spark to rekindle them. Happily, this spark 

has finally been supplied.  

As you know, very recently the secretary of state proclaimed his loyalty to a man 

guilty of what has always been considered as the most abominable of all crimes—of 

being a traitor to the people who gave him a position of great trust. The secretary of 

state, in attempting to justify his continued devotion to the man who sold out the 

Christian world to the atheistic world, referred to Christ’s Sermon on the Mount18 as a 

justification and reason therefore, and the reaction of the American people to this would 

have made the heart of Abraham Lincoln happy. When this pompous diplomat in striped 

pants, with a phony British accent, proclaimed to the American people that Christ on the 

Mount endorsed communism, high treason, and betrayal of a sacred trust, the 

 
14 In response to the Berlin Blockade (June 1948-May 1949), the Western Allies organized the Berlin airlift. 
They carried supplies to the people of West Berlin. 
15 The “Polish question” refers to their discussion of the status of Poland. Several times in history, Poland has 
been wiped off the map, absorbed into another country or seized by a foreign power. Following WWII, the 
Soviet Union remained an armed presence in Poland. 
16 Manchuria is a mountainous region that forms a northeastern portion of China. 
17 “Turkish Straits question” is likely a reference to The Turkish Straits crisis. This crisis was a Cold War 
conflict between the Soviet Union and Turkey. The latter was being pressured by the Soviet government to 
allow Soviet shipping through the Turkish Straits, which connected the Black Sea to the Mediterranean. 
18 The Sermon on the Mount is a collection of sayings and teachings attributed to Jesus in the Christian New 
Testament: Gospel of Matthew, chapters 5-7. 
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blasphemy was so great that it awakened the dormant indignation of the American 

people.  

He has lighted the spark which is resulting in a moral uprising and will end only 

when the whole sorry mess of twisted warped thinkers are swept from the national 

scene so that we may have a new birth of national honesty and decency in government.  
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DECLARATION OF CONSCIENCE 
Margaret Chase Smith19 

U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.  
June 1, 1950 

 
Mr. President, I would like to speak briefly and simply about a serious national 

condition. It is a national feeling of fear and frustration that could result in national 

suicide and the end of everything that we Americans hold dear. It is a condition that 

comes from the lack of effective leadership either in the legislative branch or the 

executive branch of our government. 

That leadership is so lacking that serious and responsible proposals are being 

made that national advisory commissions be appointed to provide such critically needed 

leadership. 

I speak as briefly as possible because too much harm has already been done 

with irresponsible words of bitterness and selfish political opportunism. I speak as 

simply as possible because the issue is too great to be obscured by eloquence. I speak 

simply and briefly in the hope that my words will be taken to heart. Mr. President, I 

speak as a Republican. I speak as a woman. I speak as a United States senator. I speak as 

an American. 

 

“A FORUM OF HATE AND CHARACTER ASSASSINATION” 

The United States Senate has long enjoyed worldwide respect as the greatest 

deliberative body in the world. But recently that deliberative character has too often 

been debased to the level of a forum of hate and character assassination sheltered by 

the shield of congressional immunity. 

It is ironical that we senators can in debate in the- Senate, directly or indirectly, 

by any form of words, impute to any American who is not a senator any conduct or 

motive unworthy or unbecoming an American-and without that non-senator American 

having any legal redress against us-yet if we say the same thing in the Senate about our 

colleagues we can be stopped on the grounds of being out of order.  

It is strange that we can verbally attack anyone else without restraint and with 

full protection, and yet we hold ourselves above the same type of criticism here on the 

Senate floor. Surely the United States Senate is big enough to take self-criticism and self-

appraisal. Surely we should be able to take the same kind of character attacks that we 

“dish out” to outsiders. 

I think that it is high time for the United States Senate and its members to do 

some real soul searching and to weigh our consciences as to the manner in which we are 

performing our duty to the people of America and the manner in which we are using or 

abusing our individual powers and privileges. 

 
19 A Republican senator from Maine, Smith (1897-1995) served 24 years in the U.S. Senate beginning in 
1949, following more than four terms in the House of Representatives. She was the first woman to serve in 
both houses of Congress. 
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I think that it is high time that we remembered that we have sworn to uphold 

and defend the Constitution. I think that it is high time that we remembered that the 

Constitution, as amended, speaks not only of the freedom of speech but also of trial by 

jury instead of trial by accusation. 

Whether it be a criminal prosecution in court or a character prosecution in the 

Senate, there is little practical distinction when the life of a person has been ruined. 

 

“THE BASIC PRINCIPLES OF .AMERICANISM” 

Those of us who shout the loudest about Americanism in making character 

assassinations are all too frequently those who, by our own words and acts, ignore some 

of the basic principles of Americanism-  

The right to criticize. 

The right to hold unpopular beliefs. 

The right to protest. 

The right of independent thought. 

The exercise of these rights should not cost one single American citizen his 

reputation or his right to a livelihood nor should he be in danger of losing his reputation 

or livelihood merely because he happens to know someone who holds unpopular 

beliefs. Who of us does not? Otherwise none of us could call our souls our own. 

Otherwise thought control would have set in. 

The American people are sick and tired of being afraid to speak their minds lest 

they be politically smeared as “Communists” or “Fascists” by their opponents. Freedom 

of speech is not what it used to be in America. It has been so abused by some that it is 

not exercised by others. 

The American people are sick and tired of seeing innocent people smeared and 

guilty people whitewashed. But there have been enough proved cases, such as the 

Amerasia20 case, the Hiss case21, the Coplon case22, the Gold case23, to cause nationwide 

distrust and strong suspicion that there may be something to the unproved, sensational 

accusations.  

 

 

 

 
20 Amerasia was a pro-Communist publication in whose New York office a number of classified 
government documents were found. The editor and two foreign service officers were arrested 
but never brought to trial. 
21 Alger Hiss (1904-1996 ) was an adviser to the State Department who was accused of spying for 
Russia. After appearing before the House Committee on Un-American Activities in 1948, he was 
convicted of perjury in 1950. He served four years in prison, although he continued to maintain 
that he was innocent. 
22 In March 1950 Judith Coplon was found guilty of attempted espionage against the United 
States. 
23 In 1950, Harry Gold, with a number of others, was arrested and convicted of passing American 
atomic secrets to the USSR. 
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A CHALLENGE TO THE REPUBUCAN PARTY 

As a Republican, I say to my colleagues on this side of the aisle that the 

Republican party faces a challenge today that is not unlike the challenge which it faced 

back in Lincoln’s day. The Republican party so successfully met that challenge that it 

emerged from the Civil War as the champion of a united nation-in addition to being a 

party which unrelentingly fought loose spending and loose programs.  

Today our country is being psychologically divided by the confusion and the 

suspicions that are bred in the United States Senate to spread like cancerous tentacles of 

“know nothing, suspect everything” attitudes. Today we have a Democratic 

administration which has developed a mania for loose spending and loose programs. 

History is repeating itself-and the Republican party again has the opportunity to emerge 

as the champion of unity and prudence. The record of the present Democratic 

administration has provided us with sufficient campaign issues without the necessity of 

resorting to political smears. America is rapidly losing its position as leader of the world 

simply because the Democratic administration has pitifully failed to provide effective 

leadership. 

The Democratic administration has completely confused the American people by 

its daily contradictory grave warnings and optimistic assurances, which show the people 

that our Democratic administration has no idea of where it is going. 

The Democratic administration has greatly lost the confidence of the American 

people by its complacency to the threat of communism here at home and the leak of 

vital secrets to Russia through key officials of the Democratic administration. There are 

enough proved cases to make this point without diluting our criticism with unproved 

charges. 

Surely these are sufficient reasons to make it clear to the American people that 

it is time for a change and that a Republican victory is necessary to the security of the 

country. Surely it is clear that this nation will continue to suffer so long as it is governed 

by the present ineffective Democratic administration. 

 

“THE FOUR HORSEMEN OF CALUMNY” 

Yet to displace it with a Republican regime embracing a philosophy that lacks 

political integrity or intellectual honesty would prove equally disastrous to the nation. 

The nation sorely needs a Republican victory. But I do not want to see the Republican 

party ride to political victory on the Four Horsemen of Calumny—Fear, Ignorance, 

Bigotry, and Smear. 

I doubt if the Republican party could do so, simply because I do not believe the 

American people will uphold any political party that puts political exploitation above 

national interest. Surely we Republicans are not that desperate for victory. 

I do not want to see the Republican party win that way. While it might be a 

fleeting victory for the Republican party, it would be a more lasting defeat for the 

American people. Surely it would ultimately be suicide for the Republican party and the 
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two-party system that has protected our American liberties from the dictatorship of a 

one-party system. 

As members of the minority party, we do not have the primary authority to 

formulate the policy of our government. But we do have the responsibility of rendering 

constructive criticism, of clarifying issues, of allaying fears by acting as responsible 

citizens. 

As a woman, I wonder how the mothers, wives, sisters, and daughters feel about 

the way in which members of their families have been politically mangled in Senate 

debate—and I use the word “debate” advisedly. 

“IRRESPONSIBLE SENSATIONALSM” 

As a United States senator, I am not proud of the way in which the Senate has 

been made a publicity platform for irresponsible sensationalism. I am not proud of the 

reckless abandon in which unproved charges have been hurled from this side of the 

aisle. I am not proud of the obviously staged, undignified countercharges which have 

been attempted in retaliation from the other side of the aisle. 

I do not like the way the Senate has been made a rendezvous for vilification, for 

selfish political gain at the sacrifice of individual reputations and national unity. I am not 

proud of the way we smear outsiders from the floor of the Senate and hide behind the 

cloak of congressional immunity and still place ourselves beyond criticism on the floor of 

the Senate. 

As an American, I am shocked at the way Republicans and Democrats alike are 

playing directly into the Communist design of “confuse, divide, and conquer.” As an 

American, I do not want a Democratic administration “whitewash” or “coverup” any 

more than I want a Republican smear or witch hunt. 

As an American, I condemn a Republican Fascist just as much as I condemn a 

Democrat Communist. I condemn a Democrat Fascist just as much as I condemn a 

Republican Communist. They are equally dangerous to you and me and to our country. 

As an American, I want to see our nation recapture the strength and unity it once had 

when we fought the enemy instead of ourselves. 

It is with these thoughts that I have drafted what I call a Declaration of 

Conscience. I am gratified that the senator from New Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY], the 

senator from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN], the senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE], the senator 

from New York [Mr. IVES], the senator from Minnesota [Mr. THYE], and the senator from 

New Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSON] have concurred in that declaration and have authorized 

me to announce their concurrence. 

The declaration reads as follows: 

 

STATEMENT OF SEVEN REPUBLICAN SENATORS 

1. We are Republicans. But we are Americans first. It is as Americans that we 

express our concern with the growing confusion that threatens the security and stability 

of our country. Democrats and Republicans alike have contributed to that confusion. 
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2. The Democratic administration has initially created the confusion by its lack of 

effective leadership, by its contradictory grave warnings and optimistic assurances, by its 

complacency to the threat of communism here at home, by its oversensitiveness to 

rightful criticism, by its petty bitterness against its critics. 

3. Certain elements of the Republican party have materially added to this 

confusion in the hopes of riding the Republican party to victory through the selfish 

political exploitation of fear, bigotry, ignorance, and intolerance. There are enough 

mistakes of the Democrats for Republicans to criticize constructively without resorting to 

political smears. 

4. To this extent, Democrats and Republicans alike have unwittingly, but 

undeniably, played directly into the Communist design of “confuse, divide, and conquer.” 

5. It is high time that we stopped thinking politically as Republicans and 

Democrats about elections and started thinking patriotically as Americans about 

national security based on individual freedom. It is high time that we all stopped being 

tools and victims of totalitarian techniques-techniques that, if continued here 

unchecked, will surely end what we have come to cherish as the American way of life. 

 

Margaret Chase Smith, Maine 
Charles W. Tobey, New Hampshire 24 
George D. Aiken, Vermont 25 
Wayne L. Morse, Oregon 26 
Irving M. lves, New York 27 
Edward J. Thye, Minnesota 28 
Robert C. Hendrickson, New Jersey 29 
 
 
 
 

 
24 Charles W. Tobey (1880-1953) served in the Senate, 1939-1953. 
25 George D. Aiken (1892-1984) served in the Senate, 1941-1975. 
26 Wayne L. Morse (1900-1974) served in the Senate, 1945-1969. (He became an Independent in 1953 and 
then a Democrat in 1955.) 
27 Irving M. lves (1896-1962) served in the Senate, 1947-1959. 
28  Edward J. Thye (1896-1969) served in the Senate, 1947-1959. 
29 Robert C. Hendrickson (1898-1964) served in the Senate, 1949-1955. 


