
From	  Tom	  Hayden	  and	  Others,	  the	  Port	  Huron	  Statement	  (June	  1962)	  
	  
One	  of	  the	  most	  influential	  documents	  of	  the	  1960s	  emerged	  in	  1962	  from	  a	  
meeting	  sponsored	  by	  Students	  for	  a	  Democratic	  Society	  in	  Port	  Huron,	  Michigan.	  
Its	  call	  for	  a	  “democracy	  of	  individual	  participation”	  inspired	  many	  of	  the	  social	  
movements	  of	  the	  decade	  and	  offered	  a	  critique	  of	  institutions	  ranging	  from	  the	  
government	  to	  universities	  that	  failed	  to	  live	  up	  to	  this	  standard.	  (From	  Eric	  Foner,	  
Give	  Me	  Liberty)	  
	  
We are people of this generation, bred in at least modest comfort, housed now in 
universities, looking uncomfortably to the world we inherit.. . 
Freedom and equality for each individual, government of, by, and for the people -- 
these American values we found good, principles by which we could live as men. . .  
 
As we grew, however, our comfort was penetrated by events too troubling to 
dismiss. First, the permeating and victimizing fact of human degradation, 
symbolized by the Southern struggle against racial bigotry, compelled most of us 
from silence to activism. Second . . . The proclaimed peaceful intentions of the 
United States contradicted its economic and military investments in the Cold War 
 
The conventional moral terms of the age, the politician moralities -- "free world", 
"people's democracies" -- reflect realities poorly, if at all, and seem to function 
more as ruling myths than as descriptive principles. But neither has our experience 
in the universities brought as moral enlightenment. Our professors and 
administrators sacrifice controversy to public relations; their curriculums change 
more slowly than the living events of the world; their skills and silence are 
purchased by investors in the arms race.  . . 
 
We regard men as infinitely precious and possessed of unfulfilled capacities for 
reason, freedom, and love. In affirming these principles we are aware of countering 
perhaps the dominant conceptions of man in the twentieth century: that he is a thing 
to be manipulated, and that he is inherently incapable of directing his own affairs. 
We oppose the depersonalization that reduces human beings to the status of things -
- if anything, the brutalities of the twentieth century teach that means and ends are 
intimately related, that vague appeals to "posterity" cannot justify the mutilations of 
the present. . . . 
 
We see little reason why men cannot meet with increasing skill the complexities 
and responsibilities of their situation, if society is organized not for minority, but for 
majority, participation in decision-making. . . . 



We would replace power and personal uniqueness rooted in possession, privilege, 
or circumstance by power and uniqueness rooted in love, reflectiveness, reason, and 
creativity. . . As a social system we seek the establishment of a democracy of 
individual participation, governed by two central aims: that the individual share in 
those social decisions determining the quality and direction of his life; that society 
be organized to encourage independence in men and provide the media for their 
common participation. . .  
 
A new left must consist of younger people  . . . .   (It) Must start controversy 
throughout the land, if national policies and national apathy are to be reversed.  
 
 
 
	  


