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from the Editor’s desk

Some readers replied to “the Purpose of this Publication” (edition 6) to recommend
that the Dialogue should market itself as a progressive publication rather than a liberal one.
While progressives are certainly a core majority of this publication’s readership, there 1s a
strong argument that the term liberal makes more sense than the term progressive. Liberalism
is broader because it includes anyone who wants to make America a better place, and it is
narrower because 1t excludes people who are not interested in working to make America a
better place.

In edition 6, editorial staff defined liberalism by its four pillars:

. People should live their own lives as they see fit (individualism).

2. The law should treat all people equally regardless of status (egalitarianism).

3. People should have their rights protected no matter their culture, language, or

country (universalism).

4. Society can and should be constantly improved (meliorism/progressivism).’
The Center for American Progress writes that progress 1s defined by “moving beyond the
status quo to more equal and just social conditions consistent with original American
democratic principles such as freedom, equality, and the common good.” This is a truly
excellent goal, and the work of progressives has led to the expansion of suffrage and rights
for many disaffected Americans throughout our nation’s history. Thank you, progressivism!
While they may prefer one term over the other, progressives can be neatly categorized as
liberals who focus most on pillar #4. Progressives are workhorses for justice, and this
publication commends their political energy.

The reason why this publication does not limit its readership to “progressives” 1s that
belief 1n the four pillars of liberalism 1s all that anyone needs to make effective, real changes
in our government. The people who founded this nation believed 1n those same four
principles, and so did everyone who fought to change our society so that it would live up to
the promises built into those four pillars. From Jefferson to Dr. King, liberalism 1s a system
that allows impertect people to work together for a more pertect world.



[t 1s easy to forget that opposing MAGA has less to do with the fact that 1t’s a
right-wing 1deology and more to do with the fact that 1t’s illiberal. MAGA opposes
individualism by pushing hyperconservative social values on all people. MAGA opposes
egalitarianism by working to prevent the President from being bound by the law. MAGA
opposes universalism 1n its callous disregard for Gaza, Ukraine, and asylum seekers. MAGA
opposes meliorism 1n its destruction of institutions that protect Americans, like the FDA,
CDC, IRS, USDA, and SSA. MAGA 1s antithetical to liberalism.

The Dialogue’s editorial staff believes that 1f there are conservatives in our
community who align with the principles of liberalism, they should feel free to become part
of the solution with the rest of us. Anyone on the right wing willing to denounce MAGA and
embrace the four pillars of liberalism should be able to enter the conversation and contribute
meaningfully to the Dialogue.

MAGA often tries to depict social democrats (and even many democratic socialists)
as communists, but this 1s an obvious lie. Liberalism 1s wholly compatible with strong social
safety net programs, and, as liberal philosopher Francis Fukuyama notes, “[markets]| function
only when they are strictly regulated by states with functioning legal systems that have the
capacity to enforce rules concerning transparency, contracts, ownership, and the like.”"!
MAGA'’s attempt to paint liberalism as an extreme 1deology 1s historically 1lliterate:
liberalism is what made America great in the first place.

This brings us to the aspect of liberalism that 1s narrower. Shifting our focus from
“left vs right” to “liberal vs illiberal” narrows our coalition to exclude illiberal ideas— right
or left. Denouncing the radicalism of our own political wing keeps our focus on our true
enemy: polarization.

Radicalization on the left has more to do with rhetoric than ideology. Extreme
left-wing rhetoric often looks like:

. valuing moral high ground to practical solutions

2. oversimplifying complicated 1ssues

3. demanding an extreme, often unhelpful solution to a moral problem

4. claiming that anyone who disagrees with the extreme solution 1s immoral
Regardless of whether someone has the moral high ground or not, none of these four qualities
helps solve problems. These are the qualities that lead left wing radicals to dream of
communist revolution, believe in a one-state solution between Israel and Palestine, and
advocate that Ukraine capitulate to Russia. Far-left extremism 1s illiberal for that exact
reason; the extreme far left is not progressive because it 1s unwilling to do the hard work



required to solve problems. Demanding simple solutions to humanity’s most difficult
problems does not make the world a better place. Name calling in a disagreement does not
make the world a better place.

This explosive, damaging rhetoric 1s common among young people. “Just burn 1t all
” “yoting doesn’t change anything,” “capitalism 1s designed to keep you poor,” and
other slogans demonstrate contempt for the laws and institutions that delivered these young
people into a nation that— despite Trump’s best efforts —still enjoys among the highest
qualities of life globally.

Polarization, itself, 1s the enemy. Radicalizing ourselves further will not solve our
political dysfunction. Learning to talk to one another about major disagreements 1s the only
way forward. Thus, this publication centers itself on the political philosophy of liberalism,
with the belief that 1t 1s a big enough tent for those of us who want to keep making America
better, but narrow enough to keep people who don’t want to fix things out of the
conversation.
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Do you, or someone you know, need a ride
to drop your ballot in the drop box rather than mailing it in?

Give us a call at 541-404-7973
to schedule a ride. (Oct. 19th- Nov. 3rd)
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ecommenclalion

submitted by Charlotte Hutt

In our quest for information, insights and strategies to deal with our current political
predicament, those attending Coos Dems Book Club have been perusing the stacks
and reading monthly selections as well as our own chosen books. We then bring our
1deas to the table each month for a lively discussion ... that rarely stays on one topic for
long. Here are a few recommendations from our discussions.

If you are wondering how to talk with your neighbors and family, especially so that
minds might slowly change, Representative Monica Guzman’s I Never Thought of It
That Way 1s instructive in finding common ground while Jessica Tarlov’s I Disagree,
Winning Arguments without Losing Friends presents a masterclass in how to both listen
and talk with those who do not know (or perhaps accept) the facts.

[f you are trying to piece together just how we arrived at this point, Tim Alberta’s The
Kingdom, the Power and the Glory presents the politicization of the Evangelicals while
Ruth Ben-Ghiat’s Strongmen: Mussolini to the Present examines the populism and
propaganda used by charismatic, authoritarian leaders 1n this past century. Chain of
Ideas by Ibram X Kendi recounts the development of the “great replacement theory”
which has driven so many to the MAGA movement.

[f you are looking for strategies beyond communication that have effectively slowed
or halted the march into fascism, Nobel prize winning journalist, Maria Ressa’s How to
Stand Up to a Dictator looks at what we must all demand from ourselves and our

journalists 1f we are to keep our democracy. Military strategist Thomas Hicks analyzes
just how the structure of the US civil rights movement worked to change laws and
opinions 1n Waging the Good War. Blueprint for Revolution provides examples of just
how activists use strategies that convert authoritarian state sponsored terror attempts to
laughable street theater around the world.
Finally, 1f you are simply ready for positive ideas about what we want to come next

and are looking for some hope for our future try Utopia for Realists by Rutger Bregman, and

Carolina de Robertis’ Radical Hope.

Submit your own thoughts or respond to this issue at coosdialogue.com
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43 What is the Grand Bargain? &

Since January of this year, the Center for Collaborative Democracy has been
polling Americans of all ages, races, and political backgrounds to determine what
policies appeal to the broad majority of our countrymen. Through this polling, CCD
distilled seven key areas of concern and thirty-nine corresponding reforms— polls
show that 90% of participants prefer the CCD’s reforms to the nation’s current
trajectory.!" This project is known as the Grand Bargain, and it emerges in a key
time 1n our political climate, reflecting the record number of voters who don’t feel
they can 1dentity fully with either political party.

The Center for Collaborative Democracy finds that Americans overwhelmingly
agree with the following key principles:

Our nation needs to focus on increasing upward economic mobility.
Schools should enable kids to reach their potential.

Healthcare should be effective and affordable.

Energy infrastructure should be reliable, affordable, and clean.

We need to get our debt under control.

Our tax code needs to be fairer and simpler.

el A <8 il il

Congress should be organized to solve Americans’ problems.

Over the course of the next several months, the Coos Dems are preparing to
engage the community 1n evaluating whether any of these proposed ftederal reforms
can be adapted to make Coos County an even better place to live, or if they offer any
insight as to the best ways to make Coos County a better place to live. Across seven
community summits in January and February, the community will have the
opportunity to tell the Coos Dems what policies they most want to see Dems



fighting for. Following those summits, the Precinct Committee Persons will vote to
adopt the reforms selected by the community as the party’s official political platform,
making those reforms the guiding principles by which the Coos Dems endorse
candidates and advocate for changes 1n our laws.

While i1t 1s true that many of the Grand Bargain’s proposed reforms can be
adapted by our municipal governments, the policy areas of healthcare and energy are
problem areas for Coos County in which outside intervention appears necessary and
just. Bay Area Hospital’s financial struggles are no secret— the publicly-owned
institution 1s a backbone of our community, and its continued operation 1s a critical
bulwark against further economic depression on the south coast. The Grand Bargain
project’s proposals for federal healthcare policy seem to take rural healthcare
struggles 1nto consideration, but lack specificity and depth. The proposed support for
rural healthcare mirrors a fairly effective program established 1n 2003 by House Bill
3630, which established subsidies to incentivize medical practitioners to join the rural
healthcare workforce.'”! Federal expansion of programs like these would mean more
doctors, nurses, and technicians living in and around Coos County, participating in
our economy, and raising their children 1n our schools.

While workforce incentives alleviate some of the strain on Bay Area Hospital,
some of the other problem areas have to do with our insurance policies more broadly,
as well as our population demographics. According to the 2023 Coos County
Community Health Assessment, citizens of Coos County are less likely to be insured
through their employer and are more likely to be on Medicare or Medicaid."”’ While
Critical Access Hospitals like Coquille, Bandon, and Gold Beach are guaranteed
101% percent returns on Medicare’s share of “reasonable costs,” Bay Area 1s
reimbursed with a cost-reducing incentive known as a Diagnosis-Related Group
Payment System.!* Solace, a healthcare advocacy platform, writes that the
“Diagnosis-Related Group (DRG) payment 1s a fixed reimbursement system for
hospital inpatient services based on patient diagnosis, procedures performed, age,
gender, and discharge status. Under this system, hospitals receive a predetermined
amount for treating patients with specific conditions, regardless of actual costs



incurred. Medicare and many private insurers use DRGs to control costs and
encourage efficient hospital care.”"

In essence, this means that Bay Area Hospital 1s not guaranteed to be
reimbursed for all the costs 1t incurs when caring for Medicare patients. This program
1s designed to encourage the hospital to stay below cost and keep the profits, but 1t can
also leave BAH 1n the lurch for costly procedures not approved by bureaucrats— not
unlike traditional health insurance. The Grand Bargain healthcare reforms address this
1ssue, but the exact mechanics of how to resolve funding issues that threaten rural
communities like ours are not fully fleshed out. What would you change about

healthcare policy? Submit a response at coosdialogue.com.

43 Grand Bargain Reforms for Healthcare Policy &

1. Expand support for overall community health, especially in areas where
providers lack incentives to go — rural and distressed communities

2. Coordinate public education and increase funding for healthier lifestyles,
nutrition and prevention, especially about obesity.

3. Require each Medicare and Medicaid plan to - measurably - reduce costs and
improve their patients’ health outcomes. And stop paying providers for each
test and procedure they perform

4. Support public and private providers that focus on producing the best health
outcomes at the lowest cost (such as Kaiser Permanente)
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Energy policy is another area of federal policy that Coos County’s
municipalities would struggle to adapt or emulate, and some of the proposals could
have serious impacts on rural counties like ours. A study conducted in Washington
state found that taxing carbon emissions disproportionately impacts rural communities
who must drive more miles annually than drivers in other communities.®’ Annually,
Coos County drivers put an average of 19,062 miles on their odometers— a 56%
increase from the national average (12,200VMT).!” 8/ If the United States is planning
to use federal reforms to decrease our carbon footprint, serious investment into
electric vehicles will be the only way to prevent disproportionate financial burdens
being placed on rural citizens. What would you change about energy policy? Submit a
response at coosdialogue.com.

43 Grand Bargain Reforms for Energy Policy &

1. Repeal energy subsidies, regulations and legislation whose costs exceed the
benefits

2. Place a price on carbon emissions of at least $51 per ton. And cut income taxes
accordingly on low-income and rural families

3. To level the playing field with countries that do not put a price on carbon
emissions, create a $51 per ton tariff on their products

4. To reduce methane emissions, support reuse technologies and hold current and
former owners of abandoned fossil fuel wells liable for capping those wells

5. To move energy across state lines efficiently, increase Federal agencies’
authority to plan and 1ssue permits for energy infrastructure, including
transmission lines
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Staff Writer

When the Second Continental Congress published the Declaration of
Independence 1n 1776, our Founding Fathers published a list of 27 grievances against
King George III alongside 1t. They based these complaints on the established political
framework of their day— the Magna Carta (the governing document of England since
1215) and the Bill of Rights of 1689 (which placed further limits on the King).

Liberalism as a political philosophy was born in England as a response to the
absolute authority of kings, and liberal values have stimulated social and political
progress for centures. On October 17th of this year, there will be another NO
KINGS! rally on the Coos Bay Boardwalk from 12pm-2pm. Below are printed the

27 grievances against the King of England that directly inspired the birth of America.
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&3 Grievance 1 &

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

"The Colonial Assemblies, from time to time, made enactments touching their commercial
operations, the emission of a colonial currency, and concerning representatives in the imperial
Parliament, but the assent of the sovereign to these laws was withheld. After the Stamp-Act
excitements, Secretary Conway informed the Americans that the tumults should be overlooked,
provided the Assemblies would make provision for full compensation for all public property which
had been destroyed. In complying with this demand, the Assembly of Massachusetts stated i1t would
be 'wholesome and necessary for the public good' to grant free pardon to all who had been engaged 1n
the disturbances, and passed an act accordingly. It would have produced quiet and good feeling; but
the royal assent was refused."

Self-governance was at the heart of the Founding Fathers' concerns, and each time George 111
refused to ratify Colonial legislation, he intensified that concern.

&3 Grievance 2 &

"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."

This 1s an indictment of the King's appointed governors 1n the colonies, who had refused to
endorse laws colonists viewed as conducive to the public good. The Massachusetts Assembly passed
a law 1n 1770 for taxing Government officers 1n that colony, but the King ordered the governor to
withhold his assent. Thus, the King violated the colonial charter and showed the little power of the
colonies.

"Neglect" 1s one of two reasons mentioned by John Locke as a valid reason for a dissolved
government.

&3 Grievance 3 &»

"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."

Chapter 19 of Two Treatises of Government notes that "when such a single person, or prince,
sets up his own arbitrary will, in place of the laws, which are the will of the society, declared by the



legislative, then the legislative 1s changed." Locke lists changing the legislature without the people's
knowledge or consent as another situation that justifies reform of government.

&3 Grievance 4 &»

""He has called together legislative bodies at places unusual, and also uncomfortable,
and distant from the depository of their Public Records, for the sole purpose of
fatiguing them into compliance with his measures."

On May 20, 1774, Parliament passed the Massachusetts Government Act, which nullified the
Massachusetts Charter of 1691 and allowed governor Thomas Gage to dissolve the local provincial
assembly and force them to meet in Salem 1nstead of Boston.

&3 Grievance 5

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

The Massachusetts Assembly 1ssued a circular to other Assemblies 1n 1768 urging mutual
co-operation in asserting the principle that Great Britain had no right to tax the colonists without their
consent. The King then demanded that the Assembly rescind the resolutions expressed 1n the circular,
and he ordered the governor to dissolve the Massachusetts Assembly immediately 1f they refused.
Other assemblies were warned by the Government not to imitate Massachusetts, and the King
dissolved any that refused to yield to their royally appointed governors. The North Carolina General
Assembly and Virginia General Assembly were dissolved for denying the right of the King to tax the
colonies or to extradite Americans from the colonies to stand trial. Several assemblies discussed
forming a general Congress with delegates from all the colonies in 1774, and the King dissolved
nearly all those that entertained the 1dea. The Virginia House of Burgesses had implemented five
resolutions, however, attempted to rescind the fifth on the 31st of May, 1765. As the papers had
already printed their implementation, Royal Governor Francis Fauquier dissolved the House for
adopting the resolutions.

&3 Grievance 6 &

"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 meantime, exposed

to all the Dangers of Invasion from without, and convulsions within."



The New York Restraining Act 1767 which suspended the Assembly's legislative authority. John
Dickinson discusses the suspension of New York's assembly in Letters from a Farmer in
Pennsylvania.

The Assembly of Massachusetts was dissolved 1n July 1768, and was not permitted to meet
again until the last Wednesday of May 1769; even then, they found a military guard surrounding their
meeting location with cannons pointed directly at it.

&3 Grievance 7 &

"He has endeavored 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."

There had been a large influx of German immigrants immigrating to America, and the King
wanted to discourage such immigration. The Government was concerned over the increasing power

of the colonies and the widespread popularity of republican 1deals among German immigrants. After
the peace of 1763, few people settled west of the Alleghenies due to these restrictions, and
immigration had almost ceased by the time of the revolution.

&3 Grievance 8 &

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

Parliament deprived the people of Massachusetts the right to elect their judges in 1774.
Instead, the King appointed all the colony's judges, and they were dependent on him for their salaries
and subject to his directions—and those salaries came from taxes and duties on the colonists. The
same act deprived the colonists of the benefit of trial by jury, and the "administration of justice" was
obstructed. Other colonies expressed similar grievances concerning the courts of law.

&3 Grievance 9 &»

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

Judges and royally appointed governors did not depend upon the colonists for their income;
they drew their salaries from the King, and the American colonists saw that this led their officers to
sympathize with Parliament but not with the colonies. The Colonial assemblies protested against
these measures, leading to the formation of the Committees of correspondence 1n 1774.



When Chief Justice Oliver declared 1t to be his intention to receive his salary from the crown, the
Assembly proceeded to impeach him and petitioned Governor Thomas Hutchinson for his removal.
The governor refused compliance and great irritation ensued.

&3 Grievance 10 &

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

After the passage of the Stamp Act, stamp distributors were appointed in every considerable
town. In 1766 and 1767, acts for the collection of duties created "swarms of officers", all of whom
received high salaries; and when in 1768, admiralty and vice-admiralty courts were established on a
new basis, an increase 1n the number of officers was made. The high salaries and extensive perquisites
of all of these were paid with the people's money, and thus "swarms of officers, ate out their
substance."

&3 Grievance 11 &

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

In 1763, Britain and France signed the Treaty of Paris to end the Seven Years' War.
Parliament realized they needed to keep a permanent army 1n the American colonies 1n order both to
keep the French from reasserting their control of their former territories and to prevent open warfare
between the colonists and the Native Americans along the frontier. Although the colonists iitially
welcomed the protection provided by the soldiers by the 1760s and early 1770s they had increasingly
come to see the army as a tool for Parliament to enforce various revenue acts—e.g. the Stamp Act and
Townshend Acts—that many colonists viewed as 1llegitimate. The last straw came in 1774 when
Parliament passed the Quartering Act in response to the Boston Tea Party. This act allowed army
officers to appropriate private property to quarter their troops without the consent of the property's
owners. When General Thomas Gage occupied Boston in September 1774, he relied on this act to
quarter his troops. It was Gage's military occupation of Boston that led the Second Continental
Congress to include this grievance in the Declaration of Independence.

&3 Grievance 12 &

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



Upon his arrival at Boston 1n 1774, Thomas Gage — commander-in-chief of the British forces
in North America — assumed control of the civil government as royal governor of Massachusetts.
Both offices were held by royal appointment and without the approval of the people or the provincial
government of Massachusetts. This was done according to the authority of Parliament (see:
Massachusetts Government Act) in which the colonies were not represented. The purpose of this
arrangement was to enforce the payment of customs, quell insurrection and resistance, and execute
punitive measures. The Continental Congress considered that the police power of the state had been
removed from accountability to the people of the province or their local, duly-elected leaders and
could thus be used despotically to further the unjust policies imposed by the crown.

&3 Grievance 13 &

"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:"

The "others" with whom the King 1s thus said to have combined were the members of
Parliament, the existence of which as a legally constituted body possessing authority over them the
Americans thus refused even by implication to recognize. This was due to the establishment of a
Board of Trade, to act independently of colonial legislation through its creatures (resident
commissioners of customs) in the enforcement of revenue laws. This was altogether foreign to the
constitution of any of the colonies and produced great indignation. The establishment of this power
and the remodelling of the admiralty courts to exclude trial by jury therein, in most cases rendered the
government fully obnoxious to the charge in the text. The people felt their degradation under such
petty tyranny and resolved to spurn it. It was effectually done in Boston, and the government, after all
its bluster, was obliged to recede. In 1774, the members of the council of Massachusetts, were, by a
Parliamentary enactment, chosen by the king, to hold the office during his pleasure. Almost unlimited
power was also given to the governor, and the people were indeed subjected to "a jurisdiction foreign
to their constitution" by these members of royalty.

&3 Grievance 14 &»

"For quartering large bodies of armed troops among us:"

In 1765, Parliament passed an amendment to the Mutiny Act commonly referred to as the
Quartering Act. It allowed soldiers stationed in the colonies to request shelter from any citizen, and
created the punishment for refusal.



&3 Grievance 15 &»

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

In 1768, two citizens of Annapolis, in Maryland, died 1n a violent dispute against a group of
Marines. The trial was controversial; and in the face of overwhelming evidence against them, the
defendants were acquitted.

&3 Grievance 16 &

"For cutting off our Trade with all parts of the world".

This refers to the 1774 Boston Port Act, which punished the people of Boston for the Boston
Tea Party by closing their port.

&3 Grievance 17 &»

"For imposing taxes on us without our consent:"

In addition to the revenue taxes imposed from and were attempted to be collected utilizing
writs of assistance, the Stamp Act was passed, and duties upon paper, painters' colors, glass, tea, and
many other goods, were levied. This worsened tension between the colonists and the government, as
most colonists believed that representation was needed as a justification for being taxed, and the
Government was continually always trying to pay off debt from the Seven Years' War.

&3 Grievance 18 &

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

After these functionaries were driven from Boston in 1768, an act was passed that placed
violations of the revenue laws under the jurisdiction of the admiralty courts, where the offenders were
tried, but the prosecutors were biased towards the crown.

&3 Grievance 19 &»

"For transporting us beyond Seas to be tried for pretended offenses:"

On the fifteenth of April, 1774, Lord North introduced a bill in Parliament, entitled "A baill for
the impartial administration of justice in the cases of persons questioned for any acts done by them 1n
the execution of the laws, or for the suppression of riots and tumults 1n the province of Massachusetts
Bay, in New England." This bill, known as the Administration of Justice Act, provided that in case
any person indicted for murder in that province, or any other capital offense, or an indictment for riot,



the resistance of the magistrate, or impeding the revenue laws in the smallest degree, he might, at the
option of the Governor, or, 1n his absence, of the Lieutenant Governor, be taken to another colony, or
transported from the colonies, for trial.

The bill met violent opposition in parliament. The minister seemed to be actuated more by a
spirit of retaliation, than by a conviction of the necessity of such a measure. "We must show the
Americans," said he, "that we will no longer sit quietly under their insults; and also, that even when
roused, our measures are not cruel or vindictive, but necessary and efficacious." Colonel Barre
denounced the bill in unmeasured terms. "This," said he, "1s indeed the most extraordinary resolution
that was ever heard in the Parliament of England. It offers new encouragement to military insolence,
already so insupportable".!"”]

The text of the bill contained the following:

“In that case, 1t shall and may be lawful for the governor, or lieutenant-governor, to direct,
with the advice and consent of the council, that the inquisition, indictment, or appeal, shall be tried 1n

some other of his Majesty's colonies, or Great Britain.”!*"

&3 Grievance 20 &

"For abolishing the free System of English Laws in a neighboring Province, establishing
therein an Arbitrary government, and enlarging its Boundaries to render it at once an
example and fit instrument for introducing the same absolute rule into these Colonies:"

This refers to the Quebec Act of 1774 which expanded the use of French civil law 1n Quebec

(as compared to English common law) and expanded Canadian borders into what 1s now the
Midwestern states of the United States.!*']

&3 Grievance 21 &

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

This 1s a reiteration of a charge already considered, and refers to the alteration of the
Massachusetts charter, to make judges and other officers independent of the people, and subservient
to the crown. The governor was empowered to remove and appoint all inferior judges, the
attorney-generals, provost-marshals, and justices of the peace, and to appoint sheriffs independent of
the council. As the sheriffs chose jurors, trial by jury became mostly nonexistent. The people had
hitherto been allowed, by their charter, to select jurors; now the entire matter was placed in the hands
of the government.



&3 Grievance 22 &

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

Thus, too, 1s another phase of the charge just considered. Suppression occurred of the
Legislature of New York, and 1n several cases, the governors, after dissolving Colonial Assemblies,
assumed the right to make proclamations stand 1n the place of statute law. Lord Dunmore assumed

this right in 1775, and so did Sir James Wright of Georgia, and Lord William Campbell of South
Carolina.

&3 Grievance 23 &»

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

In his message to Parliament early in 1775, George III declared the colonists to be in a state
of open rebellion; and by sending armies to the Americas, he "abdicated government," by thus
declaring them no longer under his protection. Shortly after, the Prohibitory Act was passed by
Parliament. He sanctioned the acts of governors in employing Native Americans to quell his
rebellion, and negotiated the hiring of German soldiers.

John Adams said of the Prohibitory act: "It throws thirteen colonies out of the royal
protection, levels all distinctions, and makes us independent in spite of our supplications and

entreaties ... It may be fortunate that the act of independency should come from the British Parliament

rather than the American Congress."'*

&3 Grievance 24 &»

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

Lord Dunmore ordered the seizure of several American merchant vessels, and several naval

assaults were made upon the colonies, disrupting the affected towns.*

&3 Grievance 25 &

"He is at this time transporting large Armies of foreign Mercenaries to complete the works
of death, desolation, and tyranny, already begun with circumstances of Cruelty & Perfidy
scarcely paralleled in the most barbarous ages, and unworthy the Head of a civilized
nation."



The hiring of German soldiers for use against the Thirteen Colonies was seen as an outrage
by the Americans.**

&3 Grievance 26 &

"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."

An act of Parliament, passed toward the close of December 1775, authorized the capture of
all American vessels, and also directed the treatment of the crews of armed vessels to be impressed
and not kept prisoners of war.l*!*°l This act was condemned on the floor of Parliament as unworthy of
a Christian people, and "a refinement of cruelty unknown among savage nations."

&3 Grievance 27 &

"He has excited domestic insurrections amongst us, and has endeavored 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."

This was done 1n several instances. Dunmore was charged with a design to employ Native
Americans ("savages") against the Virginians as early as 1774. Dunmore's Proclamation in November
1775, encouraged a slave rebellion against colonial masters. He was also concerned with Governor
Gage and others, and under instructions from the Government Ministry, ordered the Shawnee and
other native inhabitants of the Ohio country to fight against the colonists. Emissaries were also sent
among the Cherokee and Muscogee for the same purpose; and all of the tribes of the Six Nations,
except the Oneida, fought against the colonists when the war began.

Source & License
Historical text: Declaration of Independence (1776), public domain.
Explanatory material: Grievances of the United States Declaration of Independence, Wikipedia, licensed under
CC BY-SA 4.0.
Wikipedia contributors are credited through the article's history.
Link to article available in the Dialogue’s Web Appendix: coosdialogue.com/appendix
License: Creative Commons Attribution-ShareAlike 4.0 International (CC BY-SA 4.0).

Changes have been made to the Wikipedia material for formatting and/or editing. Footnotes refer to the wiki

article’s reference material, not to the Dialogue’s appendix.
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Events for Liberals: Sept - Oct

MONDAY TUESDAY | WEDNESDAY FRIDAY SATURDAY | SUNDAY
21 23 25 26 27
. 28 I 4
d 11
12 18
19 20 21 22 23 24 25

. Sept 22: Central Dems Meeting: S5p-7p. Coos Bay Public Library
-~ Sept 24: Bandon Dems Meeting: 11a-1p. Odd Fellows Hall

\ Sept 24: Postcard Party: 6p-/:30p. North Bend Public Library _ _

1 Sept 28: Postcard Party: 10:30a-12, Coos Bay Public Library b e i il s
Y Oct 3: Protest Rally: 12p-2p. Coos Bay Boardwalk shows those who are still uncertain
- Oct 3: Bandon Protects Democracy Rally: 12p-2p. Ray’s in Bandon ?::;ﬁﬁftghfij;hzg;::-;: :ﬁ;
" Oct 6: Coquille Valley Dems Meeting: 5p-6:30p. Corner Bar and Grill | speak up for the truth. Let’s show out
 Oct 7: Postcard Party: 4p-5:30p, 7Devils (OG) fothe VAL EPAR YNNG,
é? Oct 8: Thirsty Thursday: 5:30p-8:30p. the Coney Station e e e T
@/ Oct 10: Adopt-a-Highway Cleanup: 9a-12p. the Liberty Theater
21 Oct 14: Dems™ Book Club: 3p-4:30p. NBPL. reading Liberalism and Its Discontents
Oct 15: VOTE! Caravan: 4p-6p. Pony Village Mall

» Oct 17: NO KINGS! Rally: 12p-2p. Coos Bay Boardwalk and Bandon Ray's |
¢+ Oct 27: Central Dems Meeting: 5p-7p. Coos Bay Public Library \

_

SR _"E:?

Invite your friends and
family to NO KINGS!

to participate in democracy.




