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 ìLet the colonies always keep the idea of their civil rights associated with your governmentñthey will cling and grapple 
 to you, and no force under heaven will be of power to tear them from their allegiance. But let it be once understood 

that your government may be one thing and their privileges another, that these two things may exist without any 
mutual relationñthe cement is gone, the cohesion is loosened, and everything hastens to decay and dissolution.î 

Edmund Burke, Speech on Conciliation with America, March 22, 1775 
 

ìBut if a long train of abuses, prevarications, and artifices, all tending the same way, make the design visible to the people, and they 
cannot but feel what they lie under, and see whither they are going, it is not to be wondered that they should then rouse themselves, 

and endeavor to put the rule into such hands which may secure to them the end for which government was at first erected . . .î 
John Locke, Concerning Civil Government, 1693, second essay, Ch. 19 

 
  Edmund Burke embodies the ethos of Conservatism. He recognized that no man is an island, that the state exists to serve the 
interest of men collectively, and that society is more than the agglomeration of the disparate individuals that make it up. In short, 
Burke recognized that the whole (society) is greater that its parts (constituent individuals). Burkeís other great observationówhich is a 
core pillar of Conservative thoughtóis that human experience is mankindís best guide. When a new course of action is proposed, it 
should be judged not on the (alleged) abstract strength of the ideas that undergird it, but upon comparison to the fate of similar 
experiments in manís past. Either of these two insights justifies Burkeís inclusion in Conservatismís Hall of Exemplars, but Burke the 
man offers much more. He was an early supporter of the American Revolution, objecting to the English Monarchyís suppression of the 
innate rights of Englishman held by all Americans. He opposed the governmental corruption endemic in the East India Companyís 
governance of India and established the precedentóin the successful impeachment of Warren Hastings, Governor General of the East 
India Companyóthat acts besides treason justify impeachment. This precedent was most recently used in the successful impeachment 
of William Clinton. Alas for both countries, neither knave was convicted by their jury, respectively the House of Lords and the U.S. 
Senate. Burke also sought religious toleration in Ireland, in which had he been successful, the United Kingdom might still be united 
today and the century of terrorist conflict bedeviling the Green Isle might well have been averted, to the benefit of all involved. 
Perhaps Burkeís greatest triumph of all was to correctly predict the course of the French Revolution, prophesying during its 
ìmoderateî phase its inevitable turn to terror and the crime of regicide.  
  Nonetheless, when contemplating the great Conservative Exemplars of history, the Chairman cannot help but return to the 
namesake of this Society, John Locke. Locke was the philosopher of the American Revolution. It was his central insight that all 
political sovereignty springs from the inalienable Godñgiven sovereignty of the individual, on which basis all societies are either 
justified or condemned as illegitimate. It is Lockeís view of the Social Contract that forms the basis on which both the American 
Revolution took place and the United States Constitution was formed. Locke proposed that when government fails to discharge its 
duties to its citizens (who are the only parties to the Social Contract) then those individuals are entitled to revolt.  This insight formed 
the basis of the American Revolution. The United States Constitution itself is best understood as a Social Contract in which each 
American voluntarily surrenders a portion of his inherent sovereignty so that government may enable men to remove themselves from 
the state of nature for the betterment of all. Lockeís recognition that it is men banding together to form government for the protection 
of their lives, liberty and property which provides the sole justification of government is the correct understanding that animates the 
Conservative movement today. Furthermore, Lockeís insights regarding property inform all proper Conservative views of the subject. 
His labor theory of property establishes the paramount justification for ownership of property. In Lockeís formulation, as all 
individuals are sovereign over their own bodies, when they mix the labor of their bodies with objects in the world around them that 
exist in a state of nature, this then gives them ownership of that property. In turn, any individual having established ownership over 
some object can trade, bequeath or sell it to another. This is the origin of all property, and, along with the Social Contract, are the two 
greatest contributions made by Locke to AngloñAmerican politics and the world writ large. 
  The Chairman, now being utterly perplexed and of two minds over which of these two giants of Conservative Thought he 
prefers, invites the Members and guests of the John Locke Society to its Fifteenth Ronald Wilson Reagan Debate Caucus to there 
ponder with him and debate: 
 

Resolved: This House Prefers Edmund Burke to John Locke 
 
   The Society will assemble on Thursday, May 10, 2001, in the Crescent Room of the Royal Oaks Country Club (7915 
Greenville Avenue, Dallas). The Debate Caucus will begin at 7:30 PM, with a social hour at 6:30 PM at Gershwinís (8442 Walnut 
Hill Lane, which is at Greenville Ave.). All gentlemen who desire to speak should adorn proper neckwear and ladies should be 
similarly sartorially resplendent. Literary presentations are encouraged. Please direct all questions to the Chairman, 972-729-7410. 


