
 

Questions: 

 
Thomas Paine  Paine makes his arguments by directly addressing the argument of those who supported 
reconciliation with Britain. 

1. Identify three arguments that he tries to refute. Does he effectively refute these 

arguments? 

2. What is Paine’s last argument?  Is it an effective one?  Explain. 

3. What literary techniques does Paine use?  Are they effective?   

4.  Is Paine trying to appeal to people’s emotions or reason?  Explain. 

 

 

Charles Inglis  

 

1. Explain four reasons why Inglis believed that the colonists should remain a colony of 

Britain.  How does he address Paine’s arguments? 

2  Is Inglis appealing more to people’s emotions or to their reason?  Explain 

2. Who is more persuasive – Paine or Inglis 
 

 

Thoughts on the Present State of American Affairs 

IN the following pages I offer nothing more than simple facts, plain arguments, and common sense: and 
have no other preliminaries to settle with the reader, than that he will divest himself of prejudice and 
prepossession, and suffer his reason and his feelings to determine for themselves that he will put on, or 
rather that he will not put off, the true character of a man, and generously enlarge his views beyond the 
present day. . . . 

The Sun never shined on a cause of greater worth. 'Tis not the affair of a City, a County, a Province, or a 
Kingdom; but of a Continent — of at least one-eighth part of the habitable Globe. 'Tis not the concern of a 
day, a year, or an age; posterity are virtually involved in the contest, and will be more or less affected 
even to the end of time, by the proceedings now. Now is the seed-time of Continental union, faith and 
honour. The least fracture now will be like a name engraved with the point of a pin on the tender rind of a 
young oak; the wound would enlarge with the tree, and posterity read in it full grown characters. 

As much hath been said of the advantages of reconciliation, which, like an agreeable dream, hath passed 
away and left us as we were, it is but right that we should examine the contrary side of the argument, and 
enquire into some of the many material injuries which these Colonies sustain, and always will sustain, by 
being connected with and dependent on Great Britain. To examine that connection and dependence, on 
the principles of nature and common sense, to see what we have to trust to, if separated, and what we 
are to expect, if dependent. 

I have heard it asserted by some, that as America has flourished under her former connection with Great 
Britain, the same connection is necessary towards her future happiness, and will always have the same 
effect. Nothing can be more fallacious than this kind of argument. We may as well assert that because a 
child has thrived upon milk, that it is never to have meat, or that the first twenty years of our lives is to 
become a precedent for the next twenty. But even this is admitting more than is true; for I answer roundly 

http://www.ushistory.org/paine/commonsense/index.htm


that America would have flourished as much, and probably much more, had no European power taken 
any notice of her. The commerce by which she hath enriched herself are the necessaries of life, and will 
always have a market while eating is the custom of Europe. 

But she has protected us, say some. That she hath engrossed us is true, and defended the Continent at 
our expense as well as her own, is admitted; and she would have defended Turkey from the same 
motive, viz. — for the sake of trade and dominion. 

Alas! we have been long led away by ancient prejudices and made large sacrifices to superstition. We 
have boasted the protection of Great Britain, without considering, that her motive was INTEREST not 
ATTACHMENT; and that she did not protect us from OUR ENEMIES on OUR ACCOUNT; but from HER 
ENEMIES on HER OWN ACCOUNT, from those who had no quarrel with us on any OTHER ACCOUNT, 
and who will always be our enemies on the SAME ACCOUNT. Let Britain waive her pretensions to the 
Continent, or the Continent throw off the dependence, and we should be at peace with France and Spain, 
were they at war with Britain. The miseries of Hanover last war ought to warn us against connections. 

In this extensive quarter of the globe, we forget the narrow limits of three hundred and sixty miles (the 
extent of England) and carry our friendship on a larger scale; we claim brotherhood with every European 
Christian, and triumph in the generosity of the sentiment. 

It is pleasant to observe by what regular gradations we surmount the force of local prejudices, as we 
enlarge our acquaintance with the World. A man born in any town in England divided into parishes, will 
naturally associate most with his fellow parishioners (because their interests in many cases will be 
common) and distinguish him by the name of NEIGHBOR; if he meet him but a few miles from home, he 
drops the narrow idea of a street, and salutes him by the name of TOWNSMAN; if he travel out of the 
county and meet him in any other, he forgets the minor divisions of street and town, and calls him 
COUNTRYMAN, i.e. COUNTYMAN; but if in their foreign excursions they should associate in France, or 
any other part of EUROPE, their local remembrance would be enlarged into that of ENGLISHMEN. And 
by a just parity of reasoning, all Europeans meeting in America, or any other quarter of the globe, are 
COUNTRYMEN; for England, Holland, Germany, or Sweden, when compared with the whole, stand in the 
same places on the larger scale, which the divisions of street, town, and county do on the smaller ones; 
Distinctions too limited for Continental minds. Not one third of the inhabitants, even of this province, 
[Pennsylvania], are of English descent. Wherefore, I reprobate the phrase of Parent or Mother Country 
applied to England only, as being false, selfish, narrow and ungenerous. 

But, admitting that we were all of English descent, what does it amount to? Nothing. Britain, being now an 
open enemy, extinguishes every other name and title: and to say that reconciliation is our duty, is truly 
farcical. The first king of England, of the present line (William the Conqueror) was a Frenchman, and half 
the peers of England are descendants from the same country; wherefore, by the same method of 
reasoning, England ought to be governed by France. 

Much hath been said of the united strength of Britain and the Colonies, that in conjunction they might bid 
defiance to the world. But this is mere presumption; the fate of war is uncertain, neither do the 
expressions mean anything; for this continent would never suffer itself to be drained of inhabitants, to 
support the British arms in either Asia, Africa, or Europe. 

Besides, what have we to do with setting the world at defiance? Our plan is commerce, and that, well 
attended to, will secure us the peace and friendship of all Europe; because it is the interest of all Europe 
to have America a free port. Her trade will always be a protection, and her barrenness of gold and silver 
secure her from invaders. 

I challenge the warmest advocate for reconciliation to show a single advantage that this continent can 
reap by being connected with Great Britain. I repeat the challenge; not a single advantage is derived. Our 



corn will fetch its price in any market in Europe, and our imported goods must be paid for buy them where 
we will. 

Europe is too thickly planted with Kingdoms to be long at peace, and whenever a war breaks out between 
England and any foreign power, the trade of America goes to ruin, BECAUSE OF HER CONNECTION 
WITH BRITAIN. The next war may not turn out like the last, and should it not, the advocates for 
reconciliation now will be wishing for separation then, because neutrality in that case would be a safer 
convoy than a man of war. Every thing that is right or reasonable pleads for separation. The blood of the 
slain, the weeping voice of nature cries, 'TIS TIME TO PART. Even the distance at which the Almighty 
hath placed England and America is a strong and natural proof that the authority of the one over the 
other, was never the design of Heaven. The time likewise at which the Continent was discovered, adds 
weight to the argument, and the manner in which it was peopled, encreases the force of it. The 
Reformation was preceded by the discovery of America: As if the Almighty graciously meant to open a 
sanctuary to the persecuted in future years, when home should afford neither friendship nor safety. 

It is repugnant to reason, to the universal order of things to all examples from former ages, to suppose, 
that this continent can longer remain subject to any external power. The most sanguine in Britain does not 
think so. The utmost stretch of human wisdom cannot, at this time, compass a plan short of separation, 
which can promise the continent even a year's security. Reconciliation is now a falacious dream. Nature 
hath deserted the connexion, and Art cannot supply her place. For, as Milton wisely expresses, "never 
can true reconcilement grow where wounds of deadly hate have pierced so deep." 

Every quiet method for peace hath been ineffectual. Our prayers have been rejected with disdain; and 
only tended to convince us, that nothing flatters vanity, or confirms obstinacy in Kings more than repeated 
petitioning — and nothing hath contributed more than that very measure to make the Kings of Europe 
absolute: Witness Denmark and Sweden. Wherefore, since nothing but blows will do, for God's sake, let 
us come to a final separation, and not leave the next generation to be cutting throats, under the violated 
unmeaning names of parent and child. 

Small islands not capable of protecting themselves, are the proper objects for kingdoms to take under 
their care; but there is something very absurd, in supposing a continent to be perpetually governed by an 
island. In no instance hath nature made the satellite larger than its primary planet, and as England and 
America, with respect to each other, reverses the common order of nature, it is evident they belong to 
different systems: England to Europe, America to itself. 

To talk of friendship with those in whom our reason forbids us to have faith, and our affections wounded 
through a thousand pores instruct us to detest, is madness and folly. Every day wears out the little 
remains of kindred between us and them, and can there be any reason to hope, that as the relationship 
expires, the affection will increase, or that we shall agree better, when we have ten times more and 
greater concerns to quarrel over than ever? 

Ye that tell us of harmony and reconciliation, can ye restore to us the time that is past? Can ye give to 
prostitution its former innocence? Neither can ye reconcile Britain and America. The last cord now is 
broken, the people of England are presenting addresses against us. There are injuries which nature 
cannot forgive; she would cease to be nature if she did. As well can the lover forgive the ravisher of his 
mistress, as the continent forgive the murders of Britain. The Almighty hath implanted in us these 
unextinguishable feelings for good and wise purposes. They are the guardians of his image in our hearts. 
They distinguish us from the herd of common animals. The social compact would dissolve, and justice be 
extirpated from the earth, or have only a casual existence were we callous to the touches of affection. 
The robber, and the murderer, would often escape unpunished, did not the injuries which our tempers 
sustain, provoke us into justice. 

O ye that love mankind! Ye that dare oppose, not only the tyranny, but the tyrant, stand forth! Every spot 
of the old world is overrun with oppression. Freedom hath been hunted round the globe. Asia, and Africa, 



have long expelled her. — Europe regards her like a stranger, and England hath given her warning to 
depart. O! receive the fugitive, and prepare in time an asylum for mankind. 


