
The Enlightenment Scavenger Hunt! 
 

Directions: Find evidence of each of the Enlightenment Philosophers below in the Revolutionary documents of the 
United States (Declaration of Independence), France (Declaration of Rights of Man and the Citizen), and Latin America 
(Bolivars Letters).   Search each of these documents for the ideas advocated by the Philosophers below, when you find 
evidence of these ideas, cut out that section of the document and glue it next to the appropriate philosopher. 
"The purpose of law is, not to 

abolish or restrain, but to preserve 

and enlarge freedom."  

 

"New opinions are always 

suspected, and usually opposed, 

without any other reason but 

because they are not already 

common."  

 

“All mankind... being all equal 

and independent, no one ought To 

harm another in his life, health, 

liberty or possessions.” 

 

"This power to act according to 

discretion for the public good, 

without the prescription of the 

law, and sometimes even against 

it, is that which is called 

prerogative."  

 

John Locke 

 

 

 

 

"In all ages of the world, priests 

have been enemies of liberty." 

 

David Hume 

 

 

 

“All murderers are punished 

unless they kill in large numbers 

and to the sound of trumpets.”  

 

“Anyone who has the power to 

make you believe absurdities has 

the power to make you commit 

injustices.”  

 

“What is tolerance? It is the 

consequence of humanity. We are 

all formed of frailty and error; let 

us pardon reciprocally each 

other’s folly – that is the first law 

of nature.” 

 

“Prejudices are what fools use for 

reasons” 

 

The ideal form of government is 

democracy tempered with 

assassination 

 

Voltaire 

 

 

 

 

“Power should be a check to 

power.” 
 



 

“To become truly great, one has to 

stand with people, not above 

them.” 

 

Baron de Montesquieu 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“Man is born free, and 

everywhere he is in chains.”   

 “Take the course opposite to 

custom and you will almost 

always do well.” -Jean-Jacques 

Rousseau 

It is unnatural for a majority to 

rule, for a majority can seldom be 

organized and united for specific 

action, and a minority can. 

Force does not constitute right… 

obedience is due only to 

legitimate powers. 

 

The first and most important 

conclusion from the principles we 

have established thus far is that 

the general will alone may direct 

the forces of the State to achieve 

the goal for which it was founded 

 

The community does nothing but 

assure its members of legitimate 

possession of goods, changing 

mere claims of possession into 

real rights 

 

Jean Jacques Rousseau 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 



A Letter by Simón Bolívar  

REPLY OF A SOUTH AMERICAN TO A GENTLEMAN OF THIS ISLAND [JAMAICA] 

 

Kingston, Jamaica, September 6, 1815. 

My dear Sir:  

I hasten to reply to the letter of the 29th ultimo which you had the honor of sending me and which I received with the greatest satisfaction.  

Sensible though I am of the interest you desire to take in the fate of my country, and of your commiseration with her for the tortures she has suffered from the time of 

her discovery until the present at the hands of her destroyers, the Spaniards, I am no less sensible of the obligation which your solicitous inquiries about the principal 
objects of American policy place upon me. Thus, I find myself in conflict between the desire to reciprocate your confidence, which honors me, and the difficulty of 

rewarding it, for lack of documents and books and because of my own limited knowledge of a land so vast, so varied, and so little known as the New World. In my 

opinion it is impossible to answer the questions that you have so kindly posed. Baron von Humboldt himself; with his encyclopedic theoretical and practical knowledge, 
could hardly do so properly, because, although some of the facts about America and her development are known, I dare say the better part are shrouded in mystery. 

Accordingly, only conjectures that are more or less approximate can be made, especially with regard to her future and the true plans of the Americans, inasmuch as our 

continent has within it potentialities for every facet of development revealed in the history of nations, by reason of its physical characteristics and because of the hazards 
of war and the uncertainties of politics.  

As I feel obligated to give due consideration to your esteemed letter and to the philanthropic intentions prompting it, I am impelled to write you these words, wherein 

you will certainly not find the brilliant thoughts you seek but rather a candid statement of my ideas.  

… 

With what a feeling of gratitude I read that passage in your letter in which you say to me: "I hope that the success which then followed Spanish arms may now turn in 

favor of their adversaries, the badly oppressed people of South America." I take this hope as a prediction, if it is justice that determines man's contests. Success will 
crown our efforts, because the destiny of America has been irrevocably decided; the tie that bound her to Spain has been severed. Only a concept maintained that tie and 

kept the parts of that immense monarchy together. That which formerly bound them now divides them. The hatred that the Peninsula has inspired in us is greater than 

the ocean between us. It would be easier to have the two continents meet than to reconcile the spirits of the two countries. The habit of obedience; a community of 
interest, of understanding, of religion; mutual goodwill; a tender regard for the birthplace and good name of our forefathers; in short, all that gave rise to our hopes, 

came to us from Spain. As a result there was born principle of affinity that seemed eternal, notwithstanding the misbehavior of our rulers which weakened that 

sympathy, or, rather, that bond enforced by the domination of their rule. At present the contrary attitude persists: we are threatened with the fear of death, dishonor, and 
every harm; there is nothing we have not suffered at the hands of that unnatural stepmother-Spain. The veil has been torn asunder. We have already seen the light, and it 

is not our desire to be thrust back into darkness. The chains have been broken; we have been freed, and now our enemies seek to enslave us anew. For this reason 
America fights desperately, and seldom has desperation failed to achieve victory  

… 

"These several months," you add, "I have given much thought to the situation in America and to her hopes for the future. I have a great interest in her development, but 
I lack adequate information respecting her present state and the aspirations of her people. I greatly desire to know about the politics of each province, also its peoples, 

and whether they desire a republic or a monarchy; or whether they seek to form one unified republic or a single monarchy? If you could supply me with this information 

or suggest the sources I might consult, I should deem it a very special favor."  

Generous souls always interest themselves in the fate of a people who strive to recover the rights to which the Creator and Nature have entitled them, and one must 

indeed be wedded to error and passion not to harbor this noble sentiment. You have given thought to my country and are concerned in its behalf, and for your kindness I 

am warmly grateful.  

… 

It is even more difficult to foresee the future fate of the New World, to set down its political principles, or to prophesy what manner of government it will adopt. Every 

conjecture relative to America's future is, I feel, pure speculation. When mankind was in its infancy, steeped in uncertainty, ignorance, and error, was it possible to 
foresee what system it would adopt for its preservation? Who could venture to say that a certain nation would be a republic or a monarchy; this nation great, that nation 

small? To my way of thinking, such is our own situation. We are a young people. We inhabit a world apart, separated by broad seas. We are young in the ways of 

almost all the arts and sciences, although, in a certain manner, we are old in the ways of civilized society. I look upon the present state of America as similar to that of 
Rome after its fall. Each part of Rome adopted a political system conforming to its interest and situation or was led by the individual ambitions of certain chiefs, 

dynasties, or associations. But this important difference exists: those dispersed parts later reestablished their ancient nations, subject to the changes imposed by 

circumstances or events. But we scarcely retain a vestige of what once was; we are, moreover, neither Indian nor European, but a species midway between the 
legitimate proprietors of this country and the Spanish usurpers. In short, though Americans by birth we derive our rights from Europe, and we have to assert these rights 

against the rights of the natives, and at the same time we must defend ourselves against the invaders. This places us in a most extraordinary and involved situation. 

Notwithstanding that it is a type of divination to predict the result of the political course which America is pursuing, I shall venture some conjectures which, of course, 
are colored by my enthusiasm and dictated by rational desires rather than by reasoned calculations.  

The role of the inhabitants of the American hemisphere has for centuries been purely passive. Politically they were nonexistent. We are still in a position lower than 

slavery, and therefore it is more difficult for us to rise to the enjoyment of freedom. Permit me these transgressions in order to establish the issue. States are slaves 

because of either the nature or the misuse of their constitutions; a people is therefore enslaved when the govemment, by its nature or its vices, infringes on and usurps 

the rights of the citizen or subject. Applying these principles, we find that America was denied not only its freedom but even an active and effective tyranny. Let me 

explain. Under absolutism there are no recognized limits to the exercise of govemmental powers. The will of the great sultan, khan, bey, and other despotic rulers is the 
supreme law, carried out more or less arbitrarily by the lesser pashas, khans, and satraps of Turkey and Persia, who have an organized system ofoppression in which 

inferiors participate according to the authority vested in them. To them is entrusted the administration of civil, military, political, religious, and tax matters. But, after all 

is said and done, the rulers of Ispahan are Persians; the viziers of the Grand Turk are Turks; and the sultans of Tartary are Tartars. China does not bring its military 
leaders and scholars from the land of Genghis Khan, her conqueror, notwithstanding that the Chinese of today are the lineal descendants of those who were reduced to 

subjection by the ancestors of the present-day Tartars.  

How different is our situation! We have been harassed by a conduct which has not only deprived us of our rights but has kept us in a sort of permanent infancy with 
regard to public affairs. If we could at least have managed our domestic affairs and our internal administration, we could have acquainted ourselves with the processes 

and mechanics of public affairs. We should also have enjoyed a personal consideration, thereby commanding a certain unconscious respect from the people, which is so 

necessary to preserve amidst revolutions. That is why I say we have even been deprived of an active tyranny, since we have not been permitted to exercise its functions.  

Americans today, and perhaps to a greater extent than ever before, who live within the Spanish system occupy a position in society no better than that of serfs destined 

for labor, or at best they have no more status than that of mere consumers. Yet even this status is surrounded with galling restrictions, such as being forbidden to grow 

European crops, or to store products which are royal monopolies, or to establish factories of a type the Peninsula itself does not possess. To this add the exclusive 



trading privileges, even in articles of prime necessity, and the barriers between American provinces, designed to prevent all exchange of trade, traffic, and 

understanding. In short, do you wish to know what our future held?--simply the cultivation of the fields of indigo, grain, coffee, sugar cane, cacao, and cotton; cattle 
raising on the broad plains; hunting wild game in the jungles; digging in the earth to mine its gold--but even these limitations could never satisfy the greed of Spain.  

So negative was our existence that I can find nothing comparable in any other civilized society, examine as I may the entire history of time and the politics of all 

nations. Is it not an outrage and a violation of human rights to expect a land so splendidly endowed, so vast, rich, and populous, to remain merely passive?  

As I have just explained, we were cut off and, as it were, removed from the world in relation to the science of government and administration of the state. We were 

never viceroys or governors, save in the rarest of instances; seldom archbishops and bishops; diplomats never; as military men, only subordinates; as nobles, without 

royal privileges. In brief, we were neither magistrates nor financiers and seldom merchants--all in flagrant contradiction to our institutions.  

Emperor Charles V made a pact with the discoverers, conquerors, and settlers of America, and this, as Guerra puts it, is our social contract. The monarchs of Spain 

made a solemn agreement with them, to be carried out on their own account and at their own risk, expressly prohibiting them from drawing on the royal treasury. In 

return, they were made the lords of the land, entitled to organize the public administration and act as the court of last appeal, together with many other exemptions and 
privileges that are too numerous to mention. The King committed himself never to alienate the American provinces, inasmuch as he had no jurisdiction but that of 

sovereign domain. Thus, for themselves and their descendants, the conquistadores possessed what were tantamount to feudal holdings. Yet there are explicit laws 

respecting employment in civil, ecciesiastical, and tax-raising establishments. These laws favor, almost exclusively, the natives of the country who are of Spanish 
extraction. Thus, by an outright violation of the laws and the existing agreements, those born in America have been despoiled of their constitutional rights as embodied 

in the code.  

From what I have said it is easy to deduce that America was not prepared to secede from the mother country; this secession was suddenly brought about by the effect of 
the illegal concessions of Bayonne and the unrighteous war which the Regency unjustly and illegally declared on us. Concerning the nature of the Spanish governments, 

their stringent and hostile decrees, and their long record of desperate behavior, you can find articles of real merit, by Mr. Blanco, in the newspaper El Español . Since 

this aspect of our history is there very well treated, I shall do no more than refer to it.  

… 

The first steps of all the new govemments are marked by the establishment of juntas of the people. These juntas speedily draft rules for the calling of congresses, which 

produce great changes. Venezuela erected a democratic and federal government, after declaring for the rights of man. A system of checks and balances was established, 
and general laws were passed granting civil liberties, such as freedom of the press and others. In short, an independent government was created. New GIanada 

uniformly followed the political institutions and reforms introduced by Venezuela, taking as the fundamental basis of her constitution the most elaborate federal system 

ever to be brought into existence. Recently the powers of the chief executive have been increased, and he has been given all the powers that are properly his. I 
understand that Buenos Aires and Chile have followed this same line of procedure, but, as the distance is so great and documents are so few and the news reports so 

unreliable, I shall not attempt even briefly to sketch their progress.  

… 

Events in Costa Firme have proved that institutions which are wholly representative are not suited to our character, customs, and present knowledge. In Caracas party 

spirit arose in the societies, assemblies, and popular elections; these parties led us back into slavery. Thus, while Venezuela has been the American republic with the 
most advanced political institutions, she has also been the clearest example of the inefficacy of the democratic and federal system for our new-born states. In New 

Granada, the large number of excess powers held by the provincial governments and the lack of centralization in the general government have reduced that fair country 

to her present state. For this reason her foes, though weak, have been able to hold out against all odds. As long as our countrymen do not acquire the abilities and 
political virtues that distinguish our brothers of the north, wholly popular systems, far from working to our advantage, will, I greatly fear, bring about our downfall. 

Unfortunately, these traits, to the degree in which they are required, do not appear to be within our reach. On the contrary, we are dominated by the vices that one learns 

under the rule of a nation like Spain, which has only distinguished itself in ferocity, ambition, vindictiveness, and greed.  

It is harder, Montesquieu has written, to release a nation from servitude than to enslave a free nation. This truth is proven by the annals of all times, which reveal that 

most free nations have been put under the yoke, but very few enslaved nations have recovered their liberty. Despite the convictions of history, South Americans have 

made efforts to obtain liberal, even perfect, institutions, doubtless out of that instinct to aspire to the greatest possible happiness, which, common to all men, is bound to 
follow in civil societies founded on the principles of justice, liberty, and equality. But are we capable of maintaining in proper balance the difficult charge of a republic? 

Is it conceivable that a newly emancipated people can soar to the heights of liberty, and, unlike Icarus, neither have its wings melt nor fall into an abyss? Such a marvel 

is inconceivable and without precedent. There is no reasonable probability to bolster our hopes. 

Mr. de Pradt has wisely divided America into fifteen or seventeen mutually independent states, governed by as many monarchs. I am in agreement on the first 

suggestion, as America can well tolerate seventeen nations; as to the second, though it could easily be achieved, it would serve no purpose. Consequently, I do not favor 

American monarchies. My reasons are these: The well-understood interest of a republic is limited to the matter of its preservation, prosperity, and glory. Republicans, 
because they do not desire powers which represent a directly contrary viewpoint, have no reason for expanding the boundaries of their nation to the detriment of their 

own resources, solely for the purpose of having their neighbors share a liberal constitution. They would not acquire rights or secure any advantage by conquering their 

neighbors, unless they were to make them colonies, conquered territory, or allies, after the example of Rome. But such thought and action are directly contrary to the 
principles of justice which characterize republican systems; and, what is more, they are in direct opposition to the interests of their citizens, because a state, too large of 

itself or together with its dependencies, ultimately falls into decay. Its free govemment becomes a tyranny. The principles that should preserve the government are 

disregarded, and finally it degenerates into despotism. The distinctive feature of small republics is permanence: that of large republics varies, but always with a 
tendency toward empire. Almost all small republics have had long lives. Among the larger republics, only Rome lasted for several centuries, for its capital was a 

republic. The rest of her dominions were governed by diven laws and institutions.  

 

The policy of a king is very different. His constant desire is to increase his possessions, wealth, and authority; and with justification, for his power grows with every 

acquisition, both with respect to his neighbors and his own vassals, who fear him because his power is as formidable as his empire, which he maintains by war and 

conquest. For these reasons I think that the Americans, being anxious for peace, science, art, commerce, and agriculture, would prefer republics to kingdoms. And, 
further, it seems to me that these desires conform with the aims of Europe.  

New Granada will unite with Venezuela, if they can agree to the establishment of a central republic. Their capital may be Maracaibo or a new city to be named Las 

Casas (in honor of that humane hero) to be built on the borders of the two countries, in the excellent: port area of Bahía-Honda. This location, though little known, is the 
most advantageous in all respects. It is readily accessible, and its situation is so strategic that it can be made impregnable. It has a fine, healthful climate, a soil as 

suitable for agriculture as for cattle raising, and a superabundance of good timber. The Indians living there can be civilized, and our territorial possessions could be 

increased with the acquisition of the Goajira Peninsula. This nation should be called Colombia as a just and grateful tribute to the discoverer of our hemisphere. Its 
government might follow the English pattern, except that in place of a king there will be an executive who will be elected, at most, for life, but his office will never be 

hereditary, if a republic is desired. There will be a hereditary legislative chamber or senate. This body can interpose itself between the violent demands of the people 

and the great powers of the government during periods of political unrest. The second representative body will be a legislature with restrictions no greater than those of 
the lower house in England. The Constitution will draw on all systems of government, but I do not want it to partake of all their vices. As Colombia is my country, I 

have an indisputable right to desire for her that form of govemment which, in my opinion, is best. It is very possible that New Granada may not care to recognize a 



central government, because she is greatly addicted to federalism; in such event, she will form a separate state which, if it endures, may prosper, because of its great and 

varied resources.  

… 

Such, Sir, are the thoughts and observations that I have the honor to submit to you, so that you may accept or reject them according to their merit. I beg you to 

understand that I have expounded them because I do not wish to appear discourteous and not because I consider myself competent to enlighten you concerning these 
matters.  

 

I am, Sir, etc., etc.  

 

SIMÓN BOLÍVAR 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The Declaration of Independence: A Transcription 

 

IN CONGRESS, July 4, 1776. 

The unanimous Declaration of the thirteen united States of America, 

When in the Course of human events, it becomes necessary for one people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them 

with another, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the separate and equal station 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 which impel them to the 

separation. 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable 

Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.--That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted 

among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed, --That whenever any Form of Government becomes 

destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to institute 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 hath shewn, 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 right, 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 these Colonies; and such is now the necessity which 

constrains them to alter their former Systems of Government. The history of the present King of Great Britain is a history of repeated 

injuries and usurpations, all having in direct object the establishment of an absolute Tyranny over these States. To prove this, let Facts 

be submitted to a candid world. 

He has refused his Assent to Laws, the most wholesome and necessary for the public good. 

He has forbidden his Governors to pass Laws of immediate and pressing importance, unless suspended in their operation till his 

Assent should be obtained; and when so suspended, he has utterly neglected to attend to them. 

He has refused to pass other Laws for the accommodation of large districts of people, unless those people would relinquish the right of 

Representation in the Legislature, a right inestimable to them and formidable to tyrants only.  

He has called together legislative bodies at places unusual, uncomfortable, and distant from the depository of their public Records, for 

the sole purpose of fatiguing them into compliance with his measures.  

He has dissolved Representative Houses repeatedly, for opposing with manly firmness his invasions on the rights of the people. 

He has refused for a long time, after such dissolutions, to cause others to be elected; whereby the Legislative powers, incapable of 

Annihilation, have returned to the People at large for their exercise; the State remaining in the mean time exposed to all the dangers of 

invasion from without, and convulsions within. 

He has endeavoured to prevent the population of these States; for that purpose obstructing the Laws for Naturalization of Foreigners; 

refusing to pass others to encourage their migrations hither, and raising the conditions of new Appropriations of Lands. 

He has obstructed the Administration of Justice, by refusing his Assent to Laws for establishing Judiciary powers. 

He has made Judges dependent on his Will alone, for the tenure of their offices, and the amount and payment of their salaries. 

He has erected a multitude of New Offices, and sent hither swarms of Officers to harrass our people, and eat out their substance. 

He has kept among us, in times of peace, Standing Armies without the Consent of our legislatures. 

He has affected to render the Military independent of and superior to the Civil power. 

He has combined with others to subject us to a jurisdiction foreign to our constitution, and unacknowledged by our laws; giving his 

Assent to their Acts of pretended Legislation: 

For Quartering large bodies of armed troops among us: 

For protecting them, by a mock Trial, from punishment for any Murders which they should commit on the Inhabitants of these States: 

For cutting off our Trade with all parts of the world: 

For imposing Taxes on us without our Consent:  

For depriving us in many cases, of the benefits of Trial by Jury: 

For transporting us beyond Seas to be tried for pretended offences 

For abolishing the free System of English Laws in a neighbouring Province, establishing therein an Arbitrary government, and 

enlarging its Boundaries so as to render it at once an example and fit instrument for introducing the same absolute rule into these 

Colonies: 

For taking away our Charters, abolishing our most valuable Laws, and altering fundamentally the Forms of our Governments: 

For suspending our own Legislatures, and declaring themselves invested with power to legislate for us in all cases whatsoever. 

He has abdicated Government here, by declaring us out of his Protection and waging War against us. 

He has plundered our seas, ravaged our Coasts, burnt our towns, and destroyed the lives of our people.  

He is at this time transporting large Armies of foreign Mercenaries to compleat the works of death, desolation and tyranny, already 

begun with circumstances of Cruelty & perfidy scarcely paralleled in the most barbarous ages, and totally unworthy the Head of a 

civilized nation. 

He has constrained our fellow Citizens taken Captive on the high Seas to bear Arms against their Country, to become the executioners 



of their friends and Brethren, or to fall themselves by their Hands.  

He has excited domestic insurrections amongst us, and has endeavoured to bring on the inhabitants of our frontiers, the merciless 

Indian Savages, whose known rule of warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages, sexes and conditions. 

In every stage of these Oppressions We have Petitioned for Redress in the most humble terms: Our repeated Petitions have been 

answered only by repeated injury. A Prince whose character is thus marked by every act which may define a Tyrant, is unfit to be the 

ruler of a free people. 

Nor have We been wanting in attentions to our Brittish brethren. We have warned them from time to time of attempts by their 

legislature to extend an unwarrantable jurisdiction over us. We have reminded them of the circumstances of our emigration and 

settlement here. We have appealed to their native justice and magnanimity, and we have conjured them by the ties of our common 

kindred to disavow these usurpations, which, would inevitably interrupt our connections and correspondence. They too have been deaf 

to the voice of justice and of consanguinity. We must, therefore, acquiesce in the necessity, which denounces our Separation, and hold 

them, as we hold the rest of mankind, Enemies in War, in Peace Friends. 

We, therefore, the Representatives of the united States of America, in General Congress, Assembled, appealing to the Supreme Judge 

of the world for the rectitude of our intentions, do, in the Name, and by Authority of the good People of these Colonies, solemnly 

publish and declare, That these United Colonies are, and of Right ought to be Free and Independent States; that they are Absolved 

from all Allegiance to the British Crown, and that all political connection between them and the State of Great Britain, is and ought to 

be totally dissolved; and that as Free and Independent States, they have full Power to levy War, conclude Peace, contract Alliances, 

establish Commerce, and to do all other Acts and Things which Independent States may of right do. And for the support of this 

Declaration, with a firm reliance on the protection of divine Providence, we mutually pledge to each other our Lives, our Fortunes and 

our sacred Honor. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Declaration of the Rights of Man - 1789  

Approved by the National Assembly of France, August 26, 1789  

The representatives of the French people, organized as a National Assembly, believing that the ignorance, neglect, or contempt 

of the rights of man are the sole cause of public calamities and of the corruption of governments, have determined to set forth in 

a solemn declaration the natural, unalienable, and sacred rights of man, in order that this declaration, being constantly before all 

the members of the Social body, shall remind them continually of their rights and duties; in order that the acts of the legislative 

power, as well as those of the executive power, may be compared at any moment with the objects and purposes of all political 

institutions and may thus be more respected, and, lastly, in order that the grievances of the citizens, based hereafter upon simple 

and incontestable principles, shall tend to the maintenance of the constitution and redound to the happiness of all. Therefore the 

National Assembly recognizes and proclaims, in the presence and under the auspices of the Supreme Being, the following rights 

of man and of the citizen:  

Articles: 

1. Men are born and remain free and equal in rights. Social distinctions may be founded only upon the general good.  

2. The aim of all political association is the preservation of the natural and imprescriptible rights of man. These rights are 

liberty, property, security, and resistance to oppression.  

3. The principle of all sovereignty resides essentially in the nation. No body nor individual may exercise any authority which 

does not proceed directly from the nation.  

4. Liberty consists in the freedom to do everything which injures no one else; hence the exercise of the natural rights of each 

man has no limits except those which assure to the other members of the society the enjoyment of the same rights. These limits 

can only be determined by law.  

5. Law can only prohibit such actions as are hurtful to society. Nothing may be prevented which is not forbidden by law, and no 

one may be forced to do anything not provided for by law.  

6. Law is the expression of the general will. Every citizen has a right to participate personally, or through his representative, in 

its foundation. It must be the same for all, whether it protects or punishes. All citizens, being equal in the eyes of the law, are 

equally eligible to all dignities and to all public positions and occupations, according to their abilities, and without distinction 

except that of their virtues and talents.  

7. No person shall be accused, arrested, or imprisoned except in the cases and according to the forms prescribed by law. Any 

one soliciting, transmitting, executing, or causing to be executed, any arbitrary order, shall be punished. But any citizen 

summoned or arrested in virtue of the law shall submit without delay, as resistance constitutes an offense.  

8. The law shall provide for such punishments only as are strictly and obviously necessary, and no one shall suffer punishment 

except it be legally inflicted in virtue of a law passed and promulgated before the commission of the offense.  

9. As all persons are held innocent until they shall have been declared guilty, if arrest shall be deemed indispensable, all 

harshness not essential to the securing of the prisoner's person shall be severely repressed by law.  

10. No one shall be disquieted on account of his opinions, including his religious views, provided their manifestation does not 

disturb the public order established by law.  

11. The free communication of ideas and opinions is one of the most precious of the rights of man. Every citizen may, 

accordingly, speak, write, and print with freedom, but shall be responsible for such abuses of this freedom as shall be defined by 

law.  

12. The security of the rights of man and of the citizen requires public military forces. These forces are, therefore, established 

for the good of all and not for the personal advantage of those to whom they shall be intrusted.  



13. A common contribution is essential for the maintenance of the public forces and for the cost of administration. This should 

be equitably distributed among all the citizens in proportion to their means.  

14. All the citizens have a right to decide, either personally or by their representatives, as to the necessity of the public 

contribution; to grant this freely; to know to what uses it is put; and to fix the proportion, the mode of assessment and of 

collection and the duration of the taxes.  

15. Society has the right to require of every public agent an account of his administration.  

16. A society in which the observance of the law is not assured, nor the separation of powers defined, has no constitution at all.  

17. Since property is an inviolable and sacred right, no one shall be deprived thereof except where public necessity, legally 

determined, shall clearly demand it, and then only on condition that the owner shall have been previously and equitably 

indemnified.  

 


