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        Context
      


      
        Profiles in Courage looks at eight United States senators that author John F.
        Kennedy, a senator himself when he wrote the book, singled out for their courageous acts and displays of
        integrity while in the US Senate. These senators often broke with their party platform and voted their
        conscience because they felt it was the right thing to do, even if, for many of them, it meant sabotaging their
        political careers.
      


      
        Kennedy wanted to address the growing discontent and criticism aimed at senators in particular, but really all
        politicians. He hoped to re-educate the public about the pressures each senator faces when they take office and
        how compromise is not a dirty word, but a necessary means to enacting legislation beneficial for the largest
        number of Americans possible.
      


      
        Although the book was written in the 1950s, its themes still ring true today as politicians continue to grapple
        with the dilemma of how to best represent their constituents without compromising their principles and caving
        to special interests. Even today, the public continues to view all politicians, especially those in the US
        Senate, with contempt, which illustrates to what extent voters are still either unwilling to comprehend or
        simply unaware of the demands facing their elected officials.
      

    


    
      
        Overview
      


      
        John F. Kennedy, at the time a US Senator, wrote Profiles in Courage to recognize
        eight fellow senators who, he believed, acted as true representatives of the public interest should, by
        refusing to go along with the wishes of their party, speaking out against injustices, and voting against
        legislation they believed would promote harmful causes.
      


      
        The men Kennedy profiles in this book—John Quincy Adams, Daniel Webster, Thomas Hart Benson, Sam Houston,
        Edmund G. Ross, Lucius Quintus Cincinnatus Lamar, George Norris, and Robert A. Taft—each took huge risks by
        taking unpopular stances and making fateful decisions. These men never received widespread acclaim and respect
        for what they did; instead many saw their political careers come crashing down.
      


      
        Kennedy also pays tribute to other senators who displayed courage in voting against the popular sentiments of
        their times and suffered crippling, if not fatal, blows to their political lives, including Albert Beveridge,
        John C. Calhoun, Andrew Johnson, Humphrey Marshall, John Tyler, and Oscar W. Underwood. The senators profiled
        in this book came from different walks of life and served at different points in American history, but they all
        proved they were unafraid to step out of their comfort zones and stand up for what was right.
      


      
        Some of these senators were able to later resurrect their political careers and are now looked upon more kindly
        in the eyes of history because of other accomplishments, but still not for the choices they made on the floor
        of the US Senate, where they showed their greatest courage. But each of these men held true to their
        convictions in the face of fierce opposition both from their colleagues and their constituents. They could
        truly say they were at peace with themselves because they did not betray their consciences.
      

    


    
      
        Summary
      


      
        Introduction by Caroline Kennedy
      


      
        Caroline Kennedy, John F. Kennedy’s daughter, describes how her father’s famous statement in his presidential
        inauguration speech, “Ask not what your country can do for you, ask what you can do for your country,” is an
        apt description of his own political career and life, and also serves as a calling for Americans to display
        similar levels of commitment.
      


      
        She recaps her father’s military service in World War II as a PT-boat commander, and how he saved a fellow
        sailor’s life after the Japanese destroyed their boat, swimming three miles using his teeth to grasp his badly
        wounded comrade’s life jacket. He earned several military honors for his heroic efforts, but also suffered a
        spinal injury that confined him to a hospital for several months in 1954 and 1955.
      


      
        While in the hospital, he conducted his research for Profiles in Courage, setting
        out on a quest to discover what makes a great senator. Caroline Kennedy feels that her father displayed the
        same courageous attributes while serving as president, including speaking out in favor of civil rights, which
        led to the Civil Rights Act of 1964 that was passed after his assassination in 1963.
      


      
        The Kennedy family established the Profile in Courage Award in 1989 to honor elected officials who reflect the
        core ideals of the nation, despite the risk to themselves and their careers.
      


      
        Foreword by Robert F. Kennedy
      


      
        Robert F. Kennedy, John’s brother, discusses how Profiles in Courage perfectly fit
        his beliefs and personality, standing on principle and not bowing to public pressure.
      


      
        He recalls how John was often in severe physical pain during his life—from scarlet fever as a child to a spinal
        injury incurred in World War II, but he never complained about his ailments, a true testament to his conviction
        and courage.
      


      
        Robert says Americans need to embrace his brother’s greatest characteristics and use their talents to meet the
        continuing challenges this country faces. His brother used what Robert termed “human wisdom” to keep the Cuban
        missile crisis from devolving into a devastating nuclear war. He writes that that same wisdom will be needed to
        avert other crises that will arise. For that reason, the stories of the men his brother captures in this book
        cannot be forgotten.
      


      
        Preface
      


      
        John F. Kennedy writes of how John Quincy Adams’s battle with his own Federalist party piqued his interest in
        how politicians show courage, and his lengthy hospital stay in 1954 following a spinal operation allowed him to
        do the required research for this book.
      


      
        I. Courage and Politics
      


      
        Each of the senators Kennedy profiles in his book have acted with grace while under fire for staying true to
        unpopular beliefs, even though their careers suffered a major hit due to their actions. By paying tribute to
        these men, JFK hopes people would remember their courage and demand the same of present and future leaders.
      


      
        Confidence and respect in the Senate has waned over the years, but that is nothing new. People dating back to
        the 1800s expressed dissatisfaction with the Senate for moving so slowly and not having a strong moral compass.
        But that does not mean courageous people no longer exist in the Senate.
      


      
        Kennedy believes political courage is on display daily in the Senate, but is too often overshadowed by the
        complexity of the legislation being voted on and the battle to gain the public’s undivided attention. The
        public does not understand the ever-present pressures that make courageous political actions more difficult to
        achieve.
      


      
        One of those pressures is the art of compromise, which, when exercised, is not a demonstration of one having
        loose convictions. Compromise is necessary to keep the government operating, and will inevitably be called into
        use because few issues that appear before the Senate are black and white.
      


      
        The threat of re-election often creates further stress: Many elected official consider how the words they
        use—and the actions they take—will affect their party’s support and their ability to be re-elected.
      


      
        Perhaps the greatest burden on a senator is pleasing their constituents and special-interest groups. The people
        know their senator was elected to be their voice in the Senate—someone who will cast votes in line with their
        views and beliefs. Meanwhile, interest groups believe the senator is beholden to them. If a senator doesn’t
        vote the way the group wishes, they can withdraw their financial support in the next election.
      


      
        Succumbing to these pressures means the senator is no longer voting his or her conscience, making the decision
        to defy those pressures all the more trying. If a senator is going to risk it all, the stance he or she is
        willing to take had better be worthwhile.
      


      
        Part One
      


      
        The Time and the Place
      


      
        The US Senate was originally set up to avoid constituent-specific pressures, leaving those to members of the
        House of Representatives. The Founding Fathers actually designed the Senate to resemble Great Britain’s House
        of Lords, and be more like an executive council than a legislative body.
      


      
        A Cabinet of advisers to the president was in place, sessions had opened to the press, and debates had become
        commonplace. But by 1803, the Senate had gradually become another lawmaking branch—with less power than it’s
        European counterpart.
      


      
        With this shift in the Senate’s focus, political and local forces began to use their power to try to influence
        its members. This required senators to be flexible to public opinion. Senator John Quincy Adams of
        Massachusetts, however, refused to follow suit.
      


      
        II. John Quincy Adams
      


      
        “The magistrate is the servant not … of the people, but of his God.”
      


      
        John Quincy Adams found himself at odds with his Federalist colleagues in the Senate in 1807. Fellow
        Massachusetts Senator Timothy Pickering, also a Federalist, had joined the rest of the party in speaking out in
        opposition to President Thomas Jefferson’s trade embargo against England. Adams, however, did not agree, and
        began questioning his loyalty to the Federalists.
      


      
        Adams, like his father, President John Adams, was not willing to go along completely with the Federalist
        platform, and though he received unending support from his father and his family, he was ostracized by his
        colleagues. He even considered his life “a succession of disappointments” because of the backlash he received.
      


      
        Adams did not recognize that, to be a senator, he had to accept the pressures of political life. One of those
        was remaining loyal to the Federalists—his father’s party. Immediately after becoming a senator in 1803, he
        began voting against his party on many issues, among them, the ratification of Jefferson’s Louisiana Purchase
        treaty, which the Federalists opposed. But Republicans opposed him as well because he was against efforts to
        tax residents of the Louisiana Territory, ultimately leaving him without a party.
      


      
        In 1807, Jefferson imposed a trade embargo on Great Britain after British ships confiscated American ships and
        their crews. When the Chesapeake—an American ship—was fired upon off the coast of
        Virginia by a British ship, and several crew members killed, Adams urged Federalist colleagues to protest the
        incident. When they refused, Adams attended a Republican protest meeting.
      


      
        The Federalists opposed the embargo because it would hurt the American economy, especially in Massachusetts.
        Although that was Adams’s home state, he sided with Republicans who had grown increasingly upset with England.
        Federalists denounced Adams, and in May 1808, nine months before his term was up, they elected a successor to
        Adams and passed resolutions in the Senate and House supporting a repeal of the embargo.
      


      
        Adams resigned his seat and returned to private life. However, he would be elected President in 1825 as a
        political independent, and was voted into the House soon after his Presidential term ended, vowing to maintain
        a fully independent course.
      


      
        Part Two
      


      
        The Time and the Place
      


      
        The decade leading up to the Civil War was a tumultuous time in the United States, with the increasing division
        between the North and the South and the threat of war growing imminent. Three US Senators stood against their
        parties on three different occasions to keep the Union intact and prevent, at least for the time being, war
        from breaking out.
      


      
        The first half of the 1800s saw several new states join the Union. In order to maintain a balance between free
        states and slave states, laws were passed admitting one of each into the Union at the same time, such as Maine
        and Missouri in 1820, Arkansas in 1836, Michigan in 1837, Florida in 1845, and Iowa in 1846. However, America’s
        triumph in the Mexican War brought new territories into play by 1850, once again pushing the issue of slavery
        to the forefront.
      


      
        Senator Henry Clay of Kentucky authored three great compromises in 1820, 1833, and 1850 that preserved the
        Union despite growing dissatisfaction in the South. He and colleagues John Calhoun of South Carolina and Daniel
        Webster of Massachusetts were the key figures in enacting the measures and keeping the country united. Webster,
        in particular, used his eloquence to sell the nation on the Clay Compromise of 1850, even though many
        Northerners felt it offered too many concessions to the South.
      


      
        Fellow senators Thomas Hart Benson of Missouri and Sam Houston of Texas played pivotal roles in maintaining the
        Union as well, going against their parties and popular sentiment in the process. Benson’s efforts ultimately
        kept Missouri in the Union when the country finally split in 1861, but while Texas joined the Confederacy,
        Houston put up quite a fight to keep that from happening.
      


      
        III. Daniel Webster
      


      
        “… not as a Massachusetts man … but as an American …”
      


      
        Henry Clay needed Daniel Webster’s support for the Clay Compromise to keep the Union intact, and so the two met
        at Webster’s house in Washington, DC, on January 21, 1850. Clay knew Webster was adept at expressing the
        feeling of unity and selling that to fellow senators and the American public. Webster was known as a great
        public speaker, and he could attract huge crowds to the Senate to hear him speak.
      


      
        Clay’s compromise, which addressed adding land won in the Mexican War into the Union, included five major
        components: 1.) Admitting California as a free state; 2.) Organizing New Mexico and Utah as territories with no
        provisions either way on the slavery issue (going against a measure called the Wilmot Proviso that would
        prohibit slavery in new territories); 3.) Compensating Texas for allowing some of its territory to go to New
        Mexico; 4.) Abolishing slavery in the District of Columbia; and 5.) Stronger enforcement of the Fugitive Slave
        Law, which ensured that runaway slaves were returned to their masters.
      


      
        Webster was opposed to slavery, but he was even more opposed to breaking up the Union, and so he promised Clay
        he would support the compromise. Extremists on both sides were threatening to secede, and a convention in the
        South was called in June 1850 to further fan the flames of discontent.
      


      
        Despite protests from his constituents and members of his own Whig party, Webster vowed to back the Clay
        Compromise. He gave a historic speech on March 7, 1850, reinforcing his loyalty to the Union, which proved to
        be enough to pass the compromise and keep the country united. Even still, secessionists on both sides were
        angry with Webster over his words, and some even called his speech traitorous.
      


      
        Webster would leave the Senate and go on speaking tours to defend his position. However, the speech put an end
        to any hopes he had of gaining the party nomination for the 1852 presidential election—his home state, who
        rebuked his actions, wouldn’t even support him. Webster died later that year, but remained resolute in his
        pro-Union stance to the end.
      


      
        IV. Thomas Hart Benton
      


      
        “I despise the bubble popularity …”
      


      
        Thomas Hart Benton was Missouri’s first Senator, taking office in 1821. He would serve 30 consecutive years, a
        record for a Senator at that time. He was a champion of the growing West and became a prominent figure in the
        Senate.
      


      
        In 1844, though, Benton went against his Democratic party and his state. He worked to defeat a treaty that
        would have annexed Texas into the Union because it would have instituted Texas as a slave state, like Missouri,
        which Benton did not want. Benton was a fighter, and he did not back down from the growing threats within his
        party, using his popularity with his constituents to earn a narrow re-election victory.
      


      
        Benton continued to fight his party leaders, but refused to join the opposition Whig party because he looked
        down upon them; therefore, he continued to chart an independent course. He, in fact, refused to acknowledge
        slavery as a major issue, even though it was the issue everyone was discussing.
      


      
        On February 19, 1847, Benton rose up to oppose John Calhoun’s resolutions intimating Congress had no right to
        interfere with slavery in the new territories, saying the resolutions were merely encouraging the push for
        secession from the Union. Benton would refuse to engage his opponents in debate and when his party split over
        slavery in 1848, he did not actively support either side.
      


      
        Calhoun in 1849 began calling Benton “false to the South” and was able to convince the Missouri Legislature to
        enact his resolutions. Benton, in turn, would denounce Calhoun and his resolutions across Missouri in a series
        of fiery speeches, stopping only when Calhoun was on the verge of death in 1850.
      


      
        Benton held fast to his views even though his term was coming to an end, refusing to settle his differences
        with the opposition. He even spoke out against the Clay Compromise of 1850, saying there were too many
        concessions in it for those who favored seceding from the Union. On April 17, 1850, a series of attacks by
        Senator Henry Foote against Benton culminated with Foote pulling out a pistol on the Senate floor and pointing
        it at Benton, though he never fired.
      


      
        Benton would vote against splitting California into free and slave territories and that would seal his fate in
        the Senate, as the Missouri Legislature in January 1851 elected a Whig to replace him. One year later, Benton
        was elected to the House of Representatives and promptly spoke out against another bill his party favored, the
        Kansas-Nebraska Bill, which led to his defeat in an 1854 re-election bid. He ran unsuccessfully for the Senate
        in 1855, and for Governor of Missouri in 1856. He later died while writing his memoirs, still satisfied with
        the unpopular stances he took.
      


      
        V. Sam Houston
      


      
        “… I can forget that I am called a traitor.”
      


      
        Sam Houston of Texas took a stand in 1854 against the Kansas-Nebraska Bill, which was designed to repeal the
        Missouri Compromise of 1820 and permit residents in the Kansas-Nebraska Territory to decide the issue of
        slavery for themselves. It effectively reopened a discussion once thought closed with the Clay Compromise of
        1850. Houston had supported the Missouri Compromise as a member of Congress from Tennessee, and also favored
        the Clay Compromise, much to the chagrin of his fellow Democrats.
      


      
        Houston’s stance was seen as a last straw for the man who led the fight for Texas’ independence from Mexico and
        was the first president of the Independent Republic of Texas before it was admitted to the Union. Houston was
        loyal to the Union despite being a lifelong Southerner, one of many contradictions that marked his life.
      


      
        Houston ran for Governor of Texas in 1857 while still in the Senate, choosing not to run under his Democratic
        party’s banner but instead as an independent, but his pro-Union votes cost him the election. On November 10,
        1857, the Texas Legislature ousted Houston from the Senate.
      


      
        In 1859, Houston ran again, this time for governor, as an independent against the incumbent, who was pushing to
        secede from the Union, and Houston rode a wave of constituent dissatisfaction with the administration to
        victory. He promptly announced that he would fight to keep Texas in the Union, but the sentiment to secede was
        rising and Houston fought in vain against that tide.
      


      
        The anti-Union movement continued to grow when Abraham Lincoln was elected president in 1860, and a Secession
        Convention was called against Houston’s wishes. Despite him speaking in opposition at the convention, the
        legislation was approved and placed on the ballot a month later. Voters overwhelmingly approved secession on
        February 23, 1861. Houston would vacate his seat as governor, saddened by the outcome but not willing to
        acquiesce to his foes.
      


      
        Sam Houston earned high praise for leading a group of volunteers to a stunning defeat of the Mexican Army and
        winning independence from Mexico for Texas. That would turn into contempt years later, as Houston repeatedly
        stood in favor of preserving the Union despite growing sentiment from Texans to secede. He remained steadfast
        in his belief that Texas should be loyal to the Union, and that led to his political downfall.
      


      
        Part Three
      


      
        The Time and the Place
      


      
        It would take a long time for peace to be restored in the political realm following the Civil War. Northerners
        who wished to show mercy toward the defeated South, and Southerners who said the secessionist movement had been
        forgotten, were both branded as outcasts by their brethren.
      


      
        Eventually, the divisions were erased as westward expansion continued, and the Senate transformed into a body
        dominated by political machines and corruption. This greatly reduced the Senate’s power and prestige by the end
        of the 1800s, as presidents began asserting more control over Cabinet appointments and the Senate was being
        viewed in a much more negative light.
      


      
        Two senators stuck out from the crowd for their displays of courage—Edmund Ross, who cast the deciding vote in
        saving President Andrew Johnson from impeachment, and Lucius Lamar, who defied his colleagues in standing for a
        reunification of the country.
      


      
        VI. Edmund G. Ross
      


      
        “I … looked down into my open grave.”
      


      
        Senator Edmund Gibson Ross of Kansas is not well known today, but his vote kept President Andrew Johnson from
        being impeached in 1868.
      


      
        Johnson pushed forward with Abraham Lincoln’s policies to reconstruct the South following the Civil War, but
        did so with little tact, angering members of Congress. Johnson would veto bills from Congress, and Congress
        would override those vetoes and make the bills law. The Senate was pushing to establish a two-thirds majority
        that would allow it to impeach Johnson and remove him from office.
      


      
        On July 1, 1866, Senator Jim Lane of Kansas killed himself after he upheld Johnson’s veto of the Civil Rights
        Bill of 1866 and received a huge backlash from the Kansas Legislature. The legislature voted to replace Lane
        with Ross, who had introduced the anti-Lane resolutions.
      


      
        On August 5, 1867, Johnson sought the immediate resignation of Secretary of War Edwin Stanton, a supporter of
        the “Radical” Republicans, and Stanton declined, forcing Johnson to suspend him and appoint Ulysses S. Grant to
        the post. On January 13, 1868, the Senate said it did not agree with Stanton’s suspension and Stanton was
        reinstated, only to have Johnson again remove Stanton from office on February 21, 1868. Three days later,
        Congress voted to impeach Johnson.
      


      
        After more than two months of deliberations over the eleven Articles of Impeachment, six of the forty-two
        Republicans in the fifty-four–member Senate were against convicting Johnson, giving Republicans the necessary
        two-thirds majority. Ross was among the majority in the Republican party and had supported Radical Republican
        policies, but he veered from his colleagues on this important matter.
      


      
        On May 16, 1868, after keeping his intentions quiet and avoiding all sorts of bribes to join the Republican
        majority, Ross voted that Johnson was not guilty of the eleventh Article of Impeachment, a broad measure the
        Senate was sure had the most support. As a result, the thirty-five guilty votes were not enough and Johnson
        survived impeachment. Ross would later say he did not want to see the presidency forever reduced, which would
        have been the result if Johnson had been impeached.
      


      
        Neither Ross nor any of the other six Republicans won re-election to the Senate when their terms expired. Ross
        left office in 1871, becoming a Democrat in 1872. Though Ross is all but forgotten in the annals of Senate
        history, his act would be seen as courageous decades later, as he was praised for sticking to his ideals when
        Congress awarded him a special pension for his Civil War service just before his death.
      


      
        The other six Republicans who voted against impeachment were James Grimes of Iowa, John Henderson of Missouri,
        William Pitt Fessenden of Maine, Joseph Smith Fowler of Tennessee, Lyman Trumbull of Illinois, and Peter Van
        Winkle of West Virginia.
      


      
        VII. Lucius Quintus Cincinnatus Lamar
      


      
        “Today I must be true or false …”
      


      
        Lucius Lamar, a representative from Mississippi, made his mark in the House in 1874 when he delivered a
        stirring eulogy of Charles Sumner, the Massachusetts senator who had made the Reconstruction Period a nightmare
        for the South by repeatedly trying to denigrate it. Many saw Lamar’s speech as the dawn of a new era in
        relations between the two sides, but some, especially in the South, felt he betrayed Southern honor with his
        speech.
      


      
        Lamar first gained notoriety in 1850 for debating Senator Henry Foote of Mississippi after Foote went against
        the Mississippi Legislature and voted for admitting California into the Union. Lamar was a student at Emory
        College at the time, and his success in the debate soon propelled him to a seat in Congress, where he was
        unabashedly pro-South. He drafted Mississippi’s secession ordinance in 1861 after having walked out of
        Congress.
      


      
        The Civil War took its toll on Lamar, though, as seven of his relatives—and his two law partners—died in
        combat. Watching his home state suffer greatly through Reconstruction, Lamar came to realize the South needed
        to reconcile its differences with the North and work together for the betterment of the country. In 1872, he
        was elected to Congress.
      


      
        Following his eulogy of Sumner, Lamar was elected by the Mississippi Legislature to the US Senate in 1876, even
        after going against his Democratic party and supporting what he believed would be a non-partisan Electoral
        Commission to resolve a very close presidential race between Democrat Samuel Tilden and Republican Rutherford
        B. Hayes. Tilden had appeared to gain enough electoral votes to win, but the results in three states were
        disputed and the commission awarded those states to Hayes, allowing him to win the presidency by one electoral
        vote.
      


      
        By 1877, the “free silver” movement was gaining steam, in which all silver mined in the West could be brought
        to the US Mint and turned into coins for free. Poor states such as Mississippi jumped at the opportunity to use
        silver to pay off huge debts, but Lamar voted against measures to inflate the value of silver on January 24,
        1878, infuriating his constituents. The state legislature urged him to reconsider, but he refused, saying it
        would go against his convictions.
      


      
        Lamar went on a speaking tour through Mississippi to defend his position, and the eloquence with which he spoke
        moved the very people who felt betrayed by him, enough so that he was re-elected to the Senate and would later
        become Secretary of the Interior, and finally a Supreme Court Justice.
      


      
        Part Four
      


      
        The Time and the Place
      


      
        Two senators in the early 20th century—George Norris and Robert Taft—helped restore a measure of respect and
        honor to the US Senate, which had become inundated with corporate lawyers and political bosses, and was viewed
        with great disdain by the public.
      


      
        The biggest change in the Senate during this time came as a result of the Seventeenth Amendment, which gave
        voters the responsibility for electing their senators, rather than leaving that power to the state
        legislatures, which had become far too corrupt. This change made senators more accountable to their
        constituents.
      


      
        The Senate also became more of a power in foreign affairs, making the issues that came before the body far more
        significant than any dealt with by previous Senates. As these issues arose, Norris and Taft stood out for
        choosing to vote their consciences.
      


      
        VIII. George Norris
      


      
        “I have come home to tell you the truth.”
      


      
        George Norris of Nebraska burst onto the political scene in a big way in 1910, when the Republican
        Representative almost single-handedly chipped away at the power his party held in the House. He went against
        the party’s wishes on three major issues during his lengthy political career, believing in each instance he was
        acting on his convictions.
      


      
        First, he succeeded in securing narrow approval of an amendment that would allow all House members to appoint
        representatives to investigating committees instead of letting the House Speaker alone make those appointments.
        Two months later, he led a filibuster that resulted in the legislation that allowed the House, not just the
        Speaker, to name members to the powerful Rules Committee. That last action led Speaker Joe Cannon to submit his
        resignation, though Norris voted against that because he was not attacking Cannon, but the power system in
        place.
      


      
        Soon after, Norris was elected to the Senate where he continued to vote against his Republican party and his
        Nebraska constituents. Though he had been raised as a staunch Republican, Norris began to realize his party was
        not as flawless as he had believed.
      


      
        In 1917, President Woodrow Wilson received overwhelming support in the House for his Armed Ship Bill, which
        would allow US merchant ships to be armed in case German ships attacked. In the Senate, though, Norris led a
        small opposition group against the bill, saying it was more of an economic stimulus measure that promoted war,
        something he particularly opposed.
      


      
        The only way he and his supporters were able to stop the bill was through a filibuster that lasted two days
        until noon on March 4, 1917, when a new Congress took office—one that seemed more sympathetic to the anti-war
        movement. However, Wilson was able to use his executive power to enact the Armed Ship Bill and Norris and his
        supporters were labeled as traitors for their actions.
      


      
        Norris held an open meeting in Lincoln, Nebraska, to explain his position and he was able to convince the
        audience that propaganda was being used against him. More and more people began to understand Norris’s
        viewpoint and rallied behind him, boosting his popularity. He severely tested that popularity in 1928, when he
        supported Democrat Al Smith for president, despite Smith being everything Norris was not. Norris backed Smith
        because they shared many of the same political views, but his constituents joined Republicans in disagreeing
        with Norris on his stance.
      


      
        Republican Herbert Hoover overwhelmingly won the election that year, much to the chagrin of Norris, who had now
        ended up on the losing side of two key battles. However, Norris realized he had remained true to his
        convictions and would not waver from that stance throughout the remainder of his half-century of political
        service.
      


      
        IX. Robert A. Taft
      


      
        “… liberty of the individual to think his own thoughts …”
      


      
        Senator Robert Taft of Ohio could have easily fallen in line with Republican party leaders and put himself in
        prime position to become president, just as his father William Howard Taft had done.
      


      
        Robert Taft, though, was not afraid to speak out against ideas and actions that opposed his philosophies, even
        if doing so would have dire consequences. For example, he backed the Taft-Hartley Labor Management Relations
        Act, designed to control union activity, but he also supported social welfare issues that ran contrary to
        Republican views.
      


      
        His greatest act of courage, unlike other Senators remembered in this book, did not occur on the Senate floor,
        but instead in an October 1946 speech at Kenyon College in Ohio. At the time, Taft was considered the party’s
        likely choice to run for president in 1948, and had little to gain politically by saying anything contrary to
        the party’s platform.
      


      
        However, Taft did not like the Nazi war crime trials taking place in Nuremburg, Germany, particularly the fact
        that the defendants were going to be sentenced to death for their actions. Taft did not sympathize with the
        Nazi leaders, but he believed their actions were not punishable by execution, and thus sentencing them to death
        was unjust and not a position Americans should support.
      


      
        He made his case in the Kenyon speech and he received plenty of backlash for his statements. He felt he was
        defending traditional American legal concepts, but people were outraged that he would say such things. The
        furor would die down over time, but Taft did not gain the presidential nomination in 1948. He never backed down
        from what he felt was the right stance.
      


      
        X. Other Men of Political Courage
      


      
        “… consolation … for the contempt of mankind.”
      


      
        The eight senators whose courageous acts have been described in detail are hardly the only ones who have stood
        up for what was right in defiance of their party or their constituents.
      


      
        Republican Senator Albert Beveridge of Indiana spoke out against the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act in 1910 and lost
        his re-election bid to the Senate as a result. Democratic Senator Oscar W. Underwood of Alabama defied pleas
        from his advisers and lashed out at the Ku Klux Klan at the 1924 Democratic Convention, costing him his
        political career.
      


      
        Senator Andrew Johnson of Tennessee was the lone Southern senator who spoke out against seceding from the Union
        on the cusp of the Civil War, and he was assaulted and nearly lynched by an angry mob in Virginia. Five years
        later, Johnson would become president after Abraham Lincoln’s assassination and barely survive impeachment
        three years after that.
      


      
        Senator John Tyler of Virginia refused to support a measure by colleague Thomas Hart Benton in 1820 that would
        have expunged from the Senate Journal a resolution that censured Andrew Jackson for his actions against the
        Bank of the United States. He would later be elected vice president under President William
        Henry Harrison and become president after Harrison died in office in 1841.
      


      
        Senator Humphrey Marshall of Kentucky stood with President George Washington in 1795 and
        backed the Jay Treaty with England, and he was nearly killed by a mob before being forced out of the Senate.
        Washington also was taken to task for the Jay Treaty, but felt going with the public’s wishes would have led to
        an unwinnable war.
      


      
        Illinois Governor John Peter Altgeld, a Democrat, pardoned the three men found guilty of the
        Haymarket Square bombing in Chicago in 1886, saying they received an unfair trial. He was defeated for
        re-election in 1896 and not allowed to give a farewell speech.
      


      
        Former New York Governor and Supreme Court Justice Charles Evans Hughes took on the New York
        State Assembly in 1920 after it denied five Socialists their rightful seats on the body due to their unpopular
        views, even though he did not agree at all with the Socialist point of view.
      


      
        And John Adams in 1770 successfully defended British soldiers who had fired on a mob of
        citizens in the Boston Massacre, proving the soldiers were provoked into attacking. He later would become a
        senator and then president.
      


      
        XI. The Meaning of Courage
      


      
        The people portrayed in this book all showed political courage by standing up for their principles, but there
        are complexities within each case. The motivation each had for their course of action is not completely clear,
        but can be chalked up to the basic drive to pursue national interests above local interests. They also
        respected their conscience, and placed that above all else. Each of these men had flaws in their character or
        their stances, but they showed courage by not bowing to public opinion and pressure and instead holding firm to
        their convictions.
      


      
        As Abraham Lincoln said, “There are few things wholly evil or wholly good. Almost everything, especially of
        Government policy, is an inseparable compound of the two, so that our best judgment of the preponderance
        between them is continually demanded.”
      


      
        Courage does not mean it is always right for a senator to go against his political party or his
        constituents—sometimes those groups are in the right. Courage is also not confined to the political arena, as
        everybody will face a situation where they do what they believe they have to, even if there is great risk
        involved. Everyone has to look within him or herself to summon the proper courage.
      

    


    
      
        Timeline
      


      
        1770: Future President John Adams successfully defends
        British soldiers accused of firing on a group of dissenters in the Boston Massacre.
      


      
        1795: Senator Humphrey Marshall stands with President
        George Washington and backs the Jay Treaty with England, for which he is nearly killed by a mob.
      


      
        1807: Senator John Quincy Adams goes against his own Federalist party to
        support President Thomas Jefferson’s trade embargo with Great Britain.
      


      
        1847: Senator Thomas Hart Benton opposes Senator John Calhoun’s resolutions
        intimating Congress had no right to interfere with slavery in the new territories.
      


      
        1850: Senator Daniel Webster gives a historic speech backing the Clay
        Compromise despite pleas from fellow Whigs not to support the measure.
      


      
        1850: Benton votes against splitting California into free and slave
        territories.
      


      
        1854: Senator Sam Houston speaks out against the Kansas-Nebraska Bill.
      


      
        1860: Senator Andrew Johnson is the lone Southern senator to oppose
        seceding from the Union.
      


      
        1861: Despite Governor Sam Houston’s efforts, Texas voters approve
        secession.
      


      
        1868: Senator Edmund G. Ross breaks with his Republican party and casts the
        deciding vote that keeps President Andrew Johnson from being impeached.
      


      
        1878: Senator Lucius Lamar votes against inflating the value of silver,
        infuriating constituents.
      


      
        1886: Illinois governor John Peter Altgeld pardons the
        three men found guilty of the Haymarket Square bombing in Chicago, saying they received an unfair trial.
      


      
        1910: Senator Albert Beveridge speaks out against the Payne-Aldrich Tariff
        Act.
      


      
        1917: Senator George Norris orchestrates a filibuster to stop President
        Woodrow Wilson’s Armed Ship Bill, but Wilson uses his executive powers to enact it.
      


      
        1924: Senator Oscar W. Underwood of Alabama defies pleas from his advisers
        and lashes out at the Ku Klux Klan at the Democratic Convention.
      


      
        1946: Senator Robert A. Taft speaks out against death sentences given in
        Nazi war crime trials.
      


      
        1964: Civil Rights Act passed due to the efforts of President John F.
        Kennedy, who had been assassinated a year earlier.
      


      
        1989: The Kennedy family establishes the Profile in Courage Award to honor
        elected officials who reflect the core ideals of the nation.
      

    


    
      
        Cast of Characters
      


      
        John Quincy Adams: A Massachusetts senator who was often at odds with his
        Federalist party. He was a Puritan who loved upholding the law of the land and would not betray his conscience,
        even if it meant betraying his colleagues.
      


      
        Thomas Hart Benton: A senator from Missouri who developed a thick skin and
        a huge ego from his successes in politics and was not one to ever back down from a fight, sparing no words in
        assailing his foes. He grew up in Tennessee, but abandoned his flourishing legal and political career after a
        showdown with Andrew Jackson.
      


      
        Sam Houston: A Texas senator seen as a war hero for leading the fight for
        the territory’s independence from Mexico. His life was full of contradictions, most notably remaining loyal to
        the Union even though he was a Southerner. These very views, however, cemented his legacy as a true individual.
      


      
        Lucius Quintus Cincinnatus Lamar: A senator from Mississippi who was
        considered an original thinker and was devoted to national interests. He came from a long line of war heroes,
        but was also stricken by many tragedies that befell his relatives. Colleagues described him as calm and
        reasonable.
      


      
        George Norris: A Nebraska senator who was motivated by a desire to help all
        people. Having grown up in poverty with a mother who detested war, he grew to abhor both those tragedies and
        fought to keep others from enduring those fates. He was an honest, mild-mannered man who largely kept to
        himself.
      


      
        Edmund G. Ross: A senator from Kansas who vehemently opposed slavery. He
        largely kept quiet in the Senate, voting with the Republican majority on most issues and not distinguishing
        himself from the crowd. He had a heightened sense of patriotism, which ultimately guided him toward ethical
        positions that were beyond his party loyalties.
      


      
        Robert A. Taft: An Ohio senator who had a burning desire to follow in his
        father William Howard Taft’s footsteps and become president. He lived by a set of fundamental principles and
        was not afraid to speak out when those were violated. He was considered a man of integrity, but was not a
        renowned speaker.
      


      
        Daniel Webster: A senator from Massachusetts who was a celebrated statesman
        and a captivating public figure. His speeches often filled the Senate chambers and he knew how to fully express
        a sense of unity. He was lacking in morality, however, as evidenced by the fact that he freely accepted the
        receipt of gifts from wealthy supporters
      

    


    
      
        Direct Quotes and Analysis
      


      
        “‘This measure will cost you and me our seats, but private interest must not be put in
        opposition to public good.’”
      


      
        John Quincy Adams speaking to a Senate colleague in 1807 after they both supported a measure by President
        Thomas Jefferson to institute a trade embargo against England. The embargo would cripple the economy of Adams’s
        home state of Massachusetts, which relied heavily on shipping. Adams, however, insisted it was a needed measure
        because British naval fleets were seizing American ships and their cargo and he found that reprehensible, no
        matter what the cost would be for his state.
      


      
        “‘Instead of speaking of the possibility or utility of secession, instead of dwelling in
        those caverns of darkness … let us enjoy the fresh air of liberty and union.’”
      


      
        Daniel Webster giving his historic three-hour-and-eleven-minute speech on March 7, 1850, in defense of the Clay
        Compromise, which would preserve the Union. Webster staunchly opposed the idea of Southern states seceding from
        the Union and backed the compromise crafted by colleague Henry Clay, even though he disagreed with some aspects
        of the proposal. Webster was absolutely against slavery, and the Clay Compromise included provisions that would
        let new territories decide for themselves whether to allow slavery and would make the Fugitive Slave Law
        stricter. However, his loyalty to the Union took precedence over his slavery views, which is why he went along
        with the Clay Compromise to the dismay of many Northerners.
      


      
        “‘I shall be found in the right place … on the side of my country and the Union.’”
      


      
        Thomas Hart Benton said this to Senator John C. Calhoun on February 19, 1847, after Calhoun read his series of
        resolutions claiming Congress could not block the establishment of slavery in the territories. Benton believed
        Calhoun was trying to stir the seeds of discontent among Southern states through his resolutions and refused to
        go along with Calhoun’s measures despite being for a slave state himself in Missouri. Benton did not consider
        slavery as big an issue as everyone else believed it was, as he more strongly valued preserving the Union.
      


      
        “‘Sir, if this is a boon that is offered to propitiate the South, I, as a Southern man,
        repudiate it. I will have none of it.’”
      


      
        Sam Houston talking on the Senate floor in 1854, denouncing the Kansas-Nebraska Bill, which would allow
        residents of that territory to decide whether or not to allow slavery. The measure repealed the Missouri
        Compromise of 1820, an agreement Houston believed was a binding pact between the North and the South. Houston
        was vehemently opposed to secession. He felt it would ruin the nation he was proud to join after successfully
        leading a group of volunteers in Texas to war and gaining independence from Mexico.
      


      
        “‘I almost literally looked down into my open grave. Friendships, position, fortune,
        everything that makes life desirable to an ambitious man were about to be swept away by the breath of my mouth,
        perhaps forever.’”
      


      
        Edmund G. Ross described the moments before he cast his vote of “not guilty” on May 16, 1868, that saved
        President Andrew Johnson from impeachment. Ross was not enamored with Johnson, but he believed the president
        was facing an unjust trial at the hands of Republicans in Congress who were more interested in ending his term
        prematurely. Ross believed there was insufficient evidence to support the eleven Articles of Impeachment
        brought against Johnson and was convinced impeaching Johnson would forever degrade the president’s role in this
        country.
      


      
        “‘Their wishes are directly in conflict with the convictions of my whole life, and had I
        voted as directed, I should have cast my first vote against my conscience.’”
      


      
        Lucius Lamar said this to a friend in the Mississippi Legislature in 1878 to explain why he did not vote for
        the Bland Silver Bill, which would have greatly inflated the value of silver to aid the recovery of Southern
        states. The state legislature had directed Lamar to vote in favor of the bill. Lamar believed the best way to
        help the South was to support sound money instead of artificially inflating a currency, which he considered
        morally and ethically wrong. He sought more permanent financial measures to help the distressed Southern
        states, including his own.
      


      
        “‘Otherwise, a member of Congress giving weight to expressed public sentiment becomes only
        an automatic machine, and Congress requires no patriotism, no education and no courage.’”
      


      
        George Norris speaking on the Senate floor in March 1917 during a filibuster he organized to stop the Armed
        Ship Bill from being passed. Norris felt filibustering was often abused by the Senate and he was not a big
        proponent of it, but he knew it was the only way to keep this bill from being enacted and sending the United
        States into World War I. He executed the filibuster long enough that the 64th Congress expired before it could
        vote on the measure, leaving it to a new Congress that was less sympathetic toward the war. It was ultimately a
        moot point, though, because President Woodrow Wilson used his executive powers to enact the measure.
      


      
        “‘Even at the end of a frightful war, we should view the future with more hope if even our
        enemies believed that we had treated them justly in our English-speaking concept of law, in the provision of
        relief and in the final disposal of territory.’”
      


      
        Robert Taft giving a speech at Kenyon College in Ohio in 1946, speaking out against the unjust nature of the
        Nuremberg Trials, in which eleven German Nazis were found guilty of war crimes and sentenced to death. Taft
        said the crimes the Nazis were accused of committing had not been fully established by American legal
        standards, and that imposing a death sentence for such actions. Most people felt the sentences handed down were
        proper, but for Taft, the trials and the sentencing went against his moral beliefs.
      

    


    
      
        Trivia
      


      
        	John F. Kennedy received last rites four times in his life: in 1947, after becoming
        gravely ill in England; in 1951, while stricken with a high fever in Japan; in 1954, following back surgery;
        and on Nov. 22, 1963, in Dallas after he was assassinated.


        	John Quincy
        Adams held the many political offices during his career: minister to the Hague, emissary to England, minister
        to Prussia, Massachusetts state senator, US senator, minister to Russia, head of the American mission to
        negotiate peace with England, minister to England, secretary of state, president of the United States, and
        member of the House of Representatives.


        	John Marshall, the fourth chief justice of the
        United States, made several court decisions based on Daniel Webster’s legal briefs. Webster also interpreted
        matters of constitutional law to a number of justices, earning him the name, “The Great Expounder of the
        Constitution.”


        	Thomas Hart
        Benton served in the military for two years under Colonel Andrew Jackson, but never saw combat. He
        became entangled in a quarrel with Jackson, culminating in a street brawl in Nashville, Tennessee, where Benton
        shot Jackson in the arm.


        	Thomas
        Hart Benton and Sam Houston both grew up in Tennessee, but had moved to different states by the time they
        reached the Senate.


        	Edmund Ross represented Kansas in the US Senate,
        but after being ousted from office by the Kansas Legislature in 1871, he moved to New Mexico and was appointed
        territorial governor.


        	Lucius Lamar, serving as secretary of the
        interior under President Grover Cleveland in 1887, was nominated to the Supreme Court. He was the first former
        Confederate put forward for the high court since the end of the Civil War and was approved for the bench in
        1888, serving until his death in 1893.


        	George Norris championed the 20th Amendment,
        known as the “Lame Duck” amendment because it eliminated sessions of Congress in which outgoing members
        continued to hold office and vote for four months before the newly elected members took their seats.


        	Robert Taft attracted even more controversy after
        World War II as an early opponent of Cold War measures, daring to criticize the Truman administration’s
        increasing overseas commitments.


        	The Kennedy family established the Profile in
        Courage Award in 1989 to honor elected officials who stand unwaveringly for the ideals upon which the country
        was founded.

      

    


    
      
        What’s That Word?
      


      
        Apostasy: Abandonment of a previous loyalty. For instance, when a senator
        votes or acts against his party’s wishes or welfare.
      


      
        Disapprobation: Strong disapproval, typically on moral grounds.
      


      
        Effrontery: Insolent or impertinent behavior.
      


      
        Embargo: A ban on trade with a specific country.
      


      
        Propitiate: Win or regain the favor of a person by doing something that
        pleases them.
      


      
        Secession: The act of formally withdrawing from a political state, for
        instance when the Confederate states seceded from the Union, causing the Civil War.
      


      
        Vituperative: Uttering or given to censure; containing or characterized by
        verbal abuse.
      

    


    
      
        Critical Response
      


      
        	Pulitzer Prize for Biography in 1957


        	A New York Times bestseller

      


      
        “It is refreshing and enlightening to have a first-rate politician write a thoughtful and persuasive book about
        political integrity.” —The New York Times
      


      
        “That a US Senator, a young man of independent means with a gallant and thoughtful background, should have
        produced this study is as remarkable as it is helpful. It is a splendid flag that Senator Kennedy has nailed to
        his mast. May he keep it there.” —Christian Science Monitor
      


      
        “As we witness the battles waged and the men who faced the dissonant music of
        opposition and censure, we see the growth of the United States and its changing conception of
        unity.” —Kirkus
        Reviews
      

    


    
      
        About John F. Kennedy
      


      
        John Fitzgerald Kennedy was born in 1917 in Brookline, Massachusetts, to a wealthy family. He wrote his first
        book in 1940, Why England Slept, about England’s failure to recognize the danger
        the Nazis posed. During World War II, he served in the Navy as a PT-boat commander and suffered serious
        injuries when his boat was sunk.
      


      
        In 1946, he was elected to Congress and served three terms in the House of Representatives before winning
        election to the Senate in 1952, and again in 1958. During his first Senate term, he was hospitalized for an
        extended period of time for a spinal injury and used his recuperation period to conduct the research for
        Profiles in Courage, which was published in 1956.
      


      
        Kennedy was elected the nation’s 35th president in 1960, narrowly defeating Richard Nixon. He pushed for social
        reform and economic stimulus efforts as well as improved civil rights. His presidency came to an abrupt end on
        November 22, 1963, when he was assassinated during a visit to Dallas, Texas.
      

    


    
      
        For Your Information
      


      
        Online
      


      
        “14 Things You Didn’t Know
        About JFK.” ABCNews.
      


      
        John F. Kennedy Presidential Library and Museum. JFK
        Library.
      


      
        John F. Kennedy Profile.
        WhiteHouse.gov.
      


      
        The Pop
        History Dig Website.
      


      
        “Profiles in Courage Award
        Winners.”
      


      
        “Top 10 Greatest Leaders of All Time.” Early Bird Books.
      


      
        Books
      


      
        Don’t Know Much About the American Presidents by Kenneth C.
        Davis
      


      
        The First Congress: How James Madison, George Washington, and a Group of Extraordinary Men
        Invented the Government by Fergus Bordewich
      


      
        JFK and the Unspeakable: Why He Died and Why It Matters by James
        W. Douglass
      


      
        President Kennedy: Profile of Power by Richard Reeves
      


      
        A Thousand Days: John F. Kennedy in the White House by
        Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr.
      


      
        An Unfinished Life: John F. Kennedy, 1917–1963 by Robert
        Dallek
      


      
        Other Books by John F. Kennedy
      


      
        A Nation of Immigrants
      


      
        P.T. 109
      


      
        Prelude to Leadership: The Post-War Diary, Summer 1945
      


      
        The Strategy of Peace
      


      
        The Wicked Wit of John F. Kennedy
      


      
        Why England Slept
      

    


    
      
        Bibliography
      


      
        “Daniel Webster: Biography.” The Famous People. March 26, 2017.
        http://www.thefamouspeople.com/profiles/daniel-webster-1132.php.
      


      
        Doyle, Jack. “JFK’s ‘Profiles in Courage,’ 1954–2008.” Pop History Dig. Accessed March 26, 2017.
        http://www.pophistorydig.com/topics/jfk%E2%80%99s-profiles-in-courage1954-2008/.
      


      
        Haplerin, Karin. “14 Things You Didn’t Know About JFK.” ABC News, November 12, 2013. Accessed March 26, 2017.
        http://abcnews.go.com/US/14-things-jfk/story?id=20633994.
      


      
        “Historic Missourians: Senator Thomas Hart Benson.” The State Historical Society of Missouri. Accessed March
        26, 2017. http://shsmo.org/historicmissourians/name/b/bentonsenator/.
      


      
        Hohenberg, John. The Pulitzer Diaries: Inside America’s Greatest Prize. New York:
        Syracuse University, 1997. Accessed March 26, 2017.
        https://books.google.com/books/about/The_Pulitzer_Diaries.html?id=aTa5K1Rr0VsC.
      


      
        Moser, John. “Principles Without Program: Senator Robert A. Taft and American Foreign Policy.” Ashbrook.
        September 1, 2001. http://ashbrook.org/publications/dialogue-moser/.
      


      
        “Senator George Norris State Historical Site.” Nebraska State Historical Society. Accessed March 26, 2017.
        http://nebraskahistory.org/sites/norris/moreinfo.htm.
      


      
        “Supreme Court Nomination Battles.” Time, June 28, 2010. Accessed March 26, 2017.
        http://content.time.com/time/specials/packages/article/0,28804,1895379_1895421_1895543,00.html.
      

    

  


  
    
      All rights reserved, including without limitation the right to reproduce this ebook or any portion thereof in any
      form or by any means, whether electronic or mechanical, now known or hereinafter invented, without the express
      written permission of the publisher.
    


    
      This Worth Books ebook is based on the 1984 hardcover book edition of Profiles in
      Courage by John F. Kennedy published by HarperCollins.
    


    
      Summary and analysis copyright © 2017 by Open Road Integrated Media, Inc.
    


    
      ISBN: 978-1-5040-1947-7
    


    
      Worth Books
    


    
      180 Maiden Lane
    


    
      Suite 8A
    


    
      New York, NY 10038
    


    
      www.worthbooks.com
    


    [image: Image]


    
      Worth Books is a division of Open Road Integrated Media, Inc.
    


    [image: Image]


    
      So much to read,
      

      so little time?
    


    
      Explore summaries of bestselling fiction and essential nonfiction books on a variety of subjects, including
      business, history, science, lifestyle, and much more.
    


    
      [image: Image]
    


    MORE SMART SUMMARIES
    

    FROM WORTH BOOKS


    HISTORY


    


    
      
      [image: Image] 
      [image: Image][image: Image]
    


    
      
      [image: Image] 
      [image: Image]
    


    
      
      [image: Image] 
      [image: Image][image: Image]
    


    
      [image: Image]
    

  

Images/13.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of
HERO OF

THE EMPIRE

The Boer War,a Doring

Escape,andthe Making
of Winston Churchil

Busedon

e Car
Ee






Images/12.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of
THE BOYS

IN THE BOAT

Nine Americans and

Their Epic Questor Gold
atthe 1936 Berin Olympics

Based on the Book
by Daniel James Brown






Images/15.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of
THE WRIGHT
BROTHERS

Based on the Book by
David McCullough

e






Images/14.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of

SPQR

AHistory of

Ancient Rome

Based on the Book
by Mary Beard






Images/11.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of
BENJAMIN
FRANKLIN

An AmericanLife






Images/10.jpeg
St
Analysis of
BELLEVUE

Three Centuries of Medicine
andMayhemat America’s

MostStoried Hospital
Based on the Book
by David Oshinsky






cover.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of

PROFILES IN
COURAGE

Based on

the Book

by John F.
Kennedy






Images/5.jpeg
WORTH BOOKS





Images/6.jpeg





Images/3.jpeg





Images/4.jpeg
(SIGN UP NOW

at www.EarIyBirdBooks.comJ






Images/9.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of
ALEXANDER
HAMILTON

Based on the Book






Images/7.png
lon

%

WORTH BOOKS

SMART SUMMARIES





Images/8.png
VISIT THE STORE





Images/1.png
lon

%

WORTH BOOKS

SMART SUMMARIES





Images/2.png
SIGN UP NOW





Images/17.jpeg
WORTH BOOKS





Images/16.jpeg
Summary and
Analysis of

THE
ZOOKEEPER'S
WIFE

AWarStory

Based on the Book
by Diane Ackerman






