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Tyranny brings ignorance and brutality along with it. It degrades men from their just rank into 
the class of brutes. It damps their spirits. It suppresses arts. It extinguishes every spark of noble 
ardor and generosity in the breasts of those who are enslaved by it. It makes naturally-strong and 
great minds, feeble and little; and triumphs over the ruins of virtue and humanity. This is true of 
tyranny in every shape. There can be nothing great and good where its influence reaches. For 
which reason it becomes every friend to truth and human kind, every lover of God and the 
Christian religion, to bear a part in opposing this hateful monster. It was desire to contribute a 
mite towards carrying on a war against this common enemy, that produced the following 
discourse. And if it serves in any measure to keep up a spirit of civil and religious liberty 
amongst us, my end is answered. ⎯ There are virtuous and candid men in all sects; all such are to 
be esteemed. There are also vicious men and bigots in all sects, and all such ought to be despised 
 
Thus, upon a careful review of the apostle’s reasoning in this passage [Romans 13], it appears 
that his arguments to enforce submission, are of such a nature, as to conclude only in favor of 
submission to such rulers as he himself describes; i.e. such as rule for the good of society, 
which is the only end of their institution. Common tyrants, and public oppressors, are not 
entitled to obedience from their subjects, by virtue of anything here laid down by the inspired 
apostle. 

I now add farther, that the apostle’s argument is so far from proving it to be the duty of people 
to obey, and submit to such rulers as act in contradiction to the public good, and so to the 
design of their office, that it proves the direct contrary. For, please to observe—that if the end 
of all civil government, be the good of society; if this be the thing that is aimed at in 
constituting civil rulers; and if the motive and argument  for submission to government, be 
taken from the apparent usefulness of civil authority, it follows, that when no such good end 
can be answered by submission, there remains no argument or motive to enforce it; if instead 
of this good end’s being brought about by submission, a contrary end is brought about, and the 
ruin and  misery of society effected by it; here is a plain and positive reason against submission 
in all such cases, should they ever happen. And therefore, in such cases, a regard to the public 
welfare, ought to make us withhold from our rulers that obedience and subjection which it 
would, otherwise, be our duty to render to them. 

If it be our duty, for example, to obey our king, merely for this reason, that he rules for the 
public welfare, (which is the only argument the apostle makes use of) it follows, by a parity of 
reason, that when he turns tyrant, and makes his subjects his prey to devour and to destroy, 
instead of his charge to defend and cherish, we are bound to throw off our allegiance to him, 
and to resist; and that according to the tenor of the apostle’s argument in this passage.  It is true 
the apostle puts no case of such a tyrannical prince; but by his grounding his argument for 
submission wholly upon the good of civil society; it is plain he implicitly authorizes, and even 
requires us to make resistance, whenever this shall be necessary to the public safety and 
happiness. 
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Thomas Paine, Common Sense, February 14, 1776 
 
The cause of America is in a great measure the cause of all mankind. Many circumstances hath, 
and will arise, which are not local, but universal, and through which the principles of all Lovers 
of Mankind are affected, and in the Event of which, their Affections are interested. The laying a 
Country desolate with Fire and Sword, declaring War against the natural rights of all Mankind, 
and extirpating the Defenders thereof from the Face of the Earth, is the Concern of every Man to 
whom Nature hath given the Power of feeling; of which Class, regardless of Party Censure, is the 
author.  
 
Here then is the origin and rise of government; namely, a mode rendered necessary by the 
inability of moral virtue to govern the world; here too is the design and end of government, viz. 
Freedom and security. And however our eyes may be dazzled with show, or our ears deceived by 
sound; however prejudice may warp our wills, or interest darken our understanding, the simple 
voice of nature and reason will say, ’tis right.  
 
Mankind being originally equals in the order of creation, the equality could only be destroyed by 
some subsequent circumstance. But there is another and great distinction for which no truly 
natural or religious reason can be assigned, and that is the distinction of men into kings and 
subjects. Male and female are the distinctions of nature, good and bad the distinctions of Heaven; 
but how a race of men came into the world so exalted above the rest, and distinguished like some 
new species, is worth inquiring into, and whether they are the means of happiness or of misery to 
mankind.  
 
In the early ages of the world, according to the scripture chronology there were no kings; the 
consequence of which was, there were no wars; it is the pride of kings which throws mankind 
into confusion. Government by kings was first introduced into the world by the Heathens, from 
whom the children of Israel copied the custom. It was the most prosperous invention the Devil 
ever set on foot for the promotion of idolatry. The Heathens paid divine honours to their 
deceased kings, and the Christian World hath improved on the plan by doing the same to their 
living ones. How impious is the title of sacred Majesty applied to a worm, who in the midst of 
his splendor is crumbling into dust! As the exalting one man so greatly above the rest cannot be 
justified on the equal rights of nature, so neither can it be defended on the authority of Scripture. 
Near three thousand years passed away, from the Mosaic account of the creation, till the Jews 
under a national delusion requested a king. Till then their form of government (except in 
extraordinary cases where the Almighty interposed) was a kind of Republic, administered by a 
judge and the elders of the tribes. Kings they had none, and it was held sinful to acknowledge 
any being under that title but the Lord of Hosts. And when a man seriously reflects on the 
idolatrous homage which is paid to the persons of kings, he need not wonder that the Almighty, 
ever jealous of his honour, should disapprove a form of government which so impiously invades 
the prerogative of Heaven. Monarchy is ranked in scripture as one of the sins of the Jews, for 
which a curse in reserve is denounced against them. These portions of Scripture are direct and 
positive. They admit of no equivocal construction. That the Almighty hath here entered his 
protest against monarchical government is true, or the Scripture is false. And a man hath good 
reason to believe that there is as much of kingcraft as priestcraft in withholding the Scripture 
from the public in popish countries. For monarchy in every instance is the popery of government.  


