CONTENTS.

Pages.

CoNvr_rrlON or VIRGINIA,
Resolutions;

proposed Ratification,

The Question;
Ratification;

.........

Ayes and Noes, .....

Form,

The Question;

proposed,

.......

653
653, 54, 55

..........

Bill of Rights, ...........
Amendments

1 to 663

656
657,

........

Ayes and Noes, .....

58, 59

659, 60. 61
662

INDEX.
BY

SPEAKERS'

NAMES.

VIRGINIA
JOHN BECKLEY appointed Secretary, ...................................
EDMUND
PENDLETON,
Presideuh .....................................
ORGANIZATION,
......................................................

Mr. CORBIN -4.-Introductory Expression, " We, the People," 104. West India
Trade; Debts; Requisitior_ 106. Reference to History, 106. Confederate Government best _
an extensive Country I 108. Representation, ..........................................................
Power over the Militia b_ the States, .................................
Treaty.making not exceptionable in the Constitution, 509. Legislative Interference secured, ...............................................
Mr. CLAY-- Insurrection ; Opposition to the Laws, .........................
Mr. DAWSONDefeete of the Confederation ; fears a Consolidated Government; most exceptionable ; leading Parts, 605. Treaties ; their Operation may hurt the Southern States ; the Prcm ; War ; antique Governmente not suited to the present Day, .....................
: .........
I_. ORAYSON--Judieiary
not improved, '274. Dutch Loans ; Spain friendly,
275.. Barbary Powers ; Portugal ; Western Lands ; Commutation, 276.
ltegulation ofCommeroe,
&e., ....................................
State Influence ; Imperfections of the Constitution, 279. Oppmes the
Ratio of Rt'presentation ; 1500 Legislators
annually throughout the

1
1
$

ll0
417
511
40_

610

278

Unions
of 160
Senators,
Carrying
and producing States ; 282
reland exclusive
; Corruption
of the
Scotch _0.
Members
.........................
Co6rdinate Authorities a political Abuurdity, I_84. Taxes should be uniforn_ 285. Requisitions ; Loans, 286. lqeeessity of a full Representation m Congress ; America not in a Situation to have a Fleet, from its
limited Population, 287. Parties in Holland, _90. Paper Emi_ions ;
D.anger of mercantile Privileges within the Ten Miles Square, 234.
mi_wippi
; near 8_ates, &e., ....................................
290
S_
Clams on Georgia aind Kentucky, 341. Spanish Neffotiation, 349.
____.isheriesand MiMimppi, 343.
Orleans • Depmlt;
Treaties paramount, 349. Maine L4mds reduced to one Dollar an Acre: to prevent
Emigration to the West, ...........................................
Importance of the Mimlmigpi Question, ...............................
British Pa_ameut ree_,ve no _'ay ; most of the great Oflleera have been
taken out of Cona_em. ............................................
Thirst for public Once, 374. Objects that the Senate propose or concur
on Money Bills,. ................................................
8tare Governments at the Mercy of the Generality ; Militia, ............
Navy, its Maintenance at pre._nt dangerous; European maritime Powers;
t;_mt
of a Navy in America and Europe compared , ...................
Northern States most interested in a Fleet; Prtvatcera iuue chiefly thence,
Antici_catcd Privileges of the Ten Miles Square, .......................
ne Capital, Fear of Aglffandizement there ; Delivery of Fogltives, ....
"
_g
"
Te n Miles
not subject
to the States, ...............................

350
365
371
375
417
428
430
430
4.33
435

vJ
Mr, GRAYSON

INDEX.
_ continued --

h_

Reserved Rights; Restrictions, ......................................
Presidency, a Minority may elec h ....................................
Mississipp_ Navigation, _1,
Misai_pl_ , gSving up the_Xavigafion, ......
JudmLal Powers may interfere with the same Power in the Ststes_
Judges, &c., ....................................................
Effect of Decisions on s foreign State, ...............................
Control over the Venue, ............................................
Explanation on TreatLes, 613. Late Convention to amend, not alter ; Re.
sources of Virgmla rich and flourishing ; Ten Mdes Square may be near
Alexandria, &c, .................................................
Mr. HARKISONrecapitulates the Disproportion of the States on the Adoption
of the Constitution ; Amendments, .................................
Report on Elections, ..............................................
5,
Mr. PATRICK
HENILY -- moved the Reading ofthe Confederation, .........
Pubhc Mind uneasy at the proposed Change, 21. The Constitution a consobdated Government ; dames the Ri'ght
f
oi " the Conventmn to say
" We, the People," mst_.ad of '- We, the States."
Object of the Convention extended only to amend the old System, .....................
Phraseology_ " We, the People," objectionable, 44. Liberty ; Suspmion a
Virtue ; the Confederation, 45. Representation, 46. Amendments, 49.
Mibtla, 5'2. Estimation abroad; Virginia Bill of Rights, 56. Taxgatherers, 57'. Power of the Premdent, 5g. Electrons, &c., 60. Oppos_bon to the Constitutmn, .........................................
&mendments on Governor Randolph's Letter, 138. Josmh Phdlips's Barbarlties, 140. Spamsh Transactions, 141. Refers to Europe, 143. Federal Convention confined to Revision only, 144. Glance at the Constitution, 145. Style of " We, the People," to oblige those likened to a
Herd, Governor Kandolph's Expressmn, 148. Implieation, .........
Navigation of the Mlssiss,pph t51. American Ambassador ; France, 152.
HoIland; Maryland;
Pennsylvania,
I53. Ratifying and non-rahfying
States, 157. D,ctator, 160. North Carolina and Yirginia_ 161, Enthusiasm for Liberty m Wrgima, 162.
Checks, 165. Representation;
Sheriffs,
167.
Government,
natmnal-- federal;
State Legislatures
shorn of their Consequence,
171.
Albany Confederation;
French
Treaty, 172. Adopt first, and then amend, 174. Elections, ...........
Dangers of the System real, 313. Refers to Jefferson's Opinions; Virginia's Rejection may procure Amendments, 314. Pohtical Secrecy, &c.
No Declaratmn
of Rights till the War of Charles I.; before that Time
undefined;
Amerman Bdl of Rights, 317. Requisitions, 3'20. Taxation; Elections, 3'21. Compared with England ; Federal and State
Officers, 322.
State Representation
virtual, not actual, 323.
Judiciary, 3'24. Mississippi, determined to give it up, 39.5. Objects of Taxation create Confusion_ . ..........................................
Mississippi and the Fisheries, 352. For retaining the Navigatior_ 354.
Congressional
Pay, w,thout Limitation,
366. No Restraint on Corruptmn, .........................................................
" Concurrent Power " relative to the Militia, an implied Power, .........
Eulogium on the British Government,.
...............................
A National, not a Federal, Government, 395. Reversion of Power back to
the People; a Republican
Government,
396_ Depreciated Currency;
Responsibility, 397. Power of raising Armies alarming, ..............
Europe enslaved by the Hands of ,ts own People;
Militia Officers;
Riots, 411. Excisemen may call on the Militia, .....................
States no Power over the Mdltia ; Implicstmn, ........................
Danger of Abuse in the Legislation of the " Ten Miles Square ;" admonishes that "when you give Power, you know not what you glve_" 436.
May bid Defiance to local Authority, &c., ...........................
Bill of Rights more necessary in this Government than in any other_ 445.
Common Law of England;
Pumshments,
&c., ......................
The Press, .........................................................
Restrictive Clauses ; Want of a Bill of Rights, ........................
State Restrictions to be feared, ......................................
Paper Mone_ ; British Debts, .......................................
Quorum in _enate, .................................................
Treaty-making
Power dangerous and destructives .....................

449
492
505
563
566
568
614
6'2?.
35
6

23

6"J

149

175
316

3'26
368
386
387

410
412
422
437
446
449
461
471
473
500
502

INDEX.

vii
Page

M!

PATRICK

HENRY--continued--

Treatms_ -- their Omnipotence,
......................................
Judm_ary
; State Judges ; Appellate
Jur_sdmtion
; "Fact
and Law ; " Interpretation_
539.
Precise
Terms
of the Constitution;
Trial by Jury
better struck
out; Judges
should be acquainted
with all the Laws of the
States, 542.
Cognizance
of Controversies,
543.
Powers
of Congress,
.
Juries
may be summoned
from distant Parts of the StaW,
...............
Indians,
--robbed
of ttlelr Lands,
. ...................................
Ratification;
dissents
from;
states
the
Ounssions;
mlphed
Powers;
236,000 Blacks;
may not Congress
demand
theEr Service_
_ Slavery
detested ; Manuufissmu
; Abohtmn
; Congress
have the Power,-and may
ex_.rclse it; Prudence
£wblds Abohtlon;
Slave
Property
m J[.opardy;
Manumissmn
incompatible;
a local blatter;
no Propriety
m s,ibm_ttmg
it to Congress,
5_7.
InaLsts on subst'quellt
Amendments,
5:}1. Its lmperfechons,
593.
Defects
of the Con_Ututmn_
.......................
Right to adopt Amendments,
.......................................
:End of Govermnent,
Libexty_ ck:c., ...................................
Mr

Mr.

INNES-Objectmns
fully answered
; Amendments
; sectional
Jeah)u_y, 631.
Umon ; ibrel,rn
Dangers,
634.
New Eu_rlanders,
635.
No G-o,Jd from
another
Conv_nhon,
636.
Prewou_
Amtq_do_ents
equal to R(.jt,ctmn,
..
ZACHAR1AH
Mdltm;

JOIINSON-ILesponslbdJty;

approves
Amendmeuts,

the

Prmcq)le
of
........................

Representation

503

545
578
579

622
64(.}
651

637
;

H. LEEthought
the Convention
ought
tn adjourn
on 22d, as the Legmlature meet on the :2:ld, June .......................................
Per,ons
bound to Labor could not take Refuge
in the " Ten Mdes_"
being
contrary
to the Conshtutmn,
.......................................
Mr. LEE,
of WestmorelandPhraseology
of the Preamble,
" We, the People,"
42.
Represeutatmn,
...
Worth
o_the
Mdlt_a, 177.
Teuder
Laws,
179.
Shays's
Reo_,ihon,
180.
Taxatmn,
181.
M_ssissTpi
Transaetmns,
18'2
Pennsylvania
efficient
during
the War, 1_3.
lVreeholds;
Descents,
1_5.
State Govermuents;
Congress
the Servants
of the People,
1_6.
Ratifieatmn,
..............
Confidence
alone can procure
Electron
; St;_very, .....................

644

Mr.

l_Ir. MADISON,
(a Member
of the Federal
Convention)Taxation;
Representattoo ; Cousohdatmn
; Watchfulness
of the States salutary,
..........
Rephcs
to Mr. Henry,
Rhode
Island,
_7.
Exclusive
Legislation,
89.
Army,
91
Rehgion
free,
93,
Amendments;
Taxatmn;
Senators;
Representatives,
................................................
Taxes,
1'28.
Amphictyomc
League
resembled
our Confederation,
I_}.
Achaean;
Germamc;
Swiss;
Holland;
without
Energy,
Anarchy
ensues, 130.
Weakness;
Merit of the War not attributable
to the'Confederatmn,
133.
Notormusly
feeble, ................................
Necessity
of a Change ; Taxatmn,-is _t necessary
? 247.
How far practicable ? 253.
How far _t may be safe, as well with the pubhc Liberty
at
large, as to the State Legislatures,
.................................
With Respect
to Economy,
"2-58. Powers
of the General
Government,
in
Contradistinctmn
to that of the States,
"259.
Requmitmns
not economical,
.......................................................
Concurrent
Collection
of Taxes,
306.
Umformity
of Taxes,
308.
A
Navy ; a Security
against
Insults ; Prospects
of Population
in twentyfive Years;
Holland
not a Republic,
309
Mississippi,
Its Navigation
should be preserved
; new Govermnent
secures
our Rights,
311.
Carrying and non-lmport,ug
States,
..................................
Requisitions
; Taxes,
3"28. Wishes
Henry's
Words suppressed
relative
to
Jefl'erson's
Opimon
; that he knows
he is captivated
with the Equality
of Suffrage
in the Senate,
whmh Henry
calls the rotten Part of the Constitution;
Religion,--nnt
a shadow
of Right
to meddle
wtth
it;
contradictory
Arguments
; Mississippi
Navigation
can only be had by
an efficient
Government,
.......................................
Disclosure
o[" the Mississippi
Matters, 344.
Confirms
the Project to surrender the Navigation
for twenty-five
Years;
New Jersey'instructed
her
Delegates
to oppose it_ 346.
Each State an equal Weight
in Treaties,
347.

4
435
43

187
972

34

96

135

'256

260

31'2

329

viii

INDEX.

Mr. M_DISON

-- continued --

A weak S_stem produesd the Prq_t.to
_
_ tJ_ _p_,
whk_h
will never be _n
rey_ved in Cougre._ ............................
348
Electibn of Igenators and Representatsve_ .............................
366
Congressional Compensation, how determined, and why left open to be
fixed by Lsw ................................................
:_to
379
Reuons why Members of Congress should accept Appointments, ........
379
Money" Bills ; Senate ; Convention decides on conllnlng their Origin to
the House, ......................................................
376
Hilitia to be employed rather than a •tAnding Army, ...................
378
Power to arm the Militia, &c., is concurrentbetween the General Government and the States, ............................................
381
Posse insufficient ; then the Militia to be called, .......................
384
Meaning of " Purse and Sword," 393. Anxiety for • well-regulated republican Government, &c., .......................................
394
Situation of the Country, 3_.
Responsibility ; Political Experiment must
be made, ........................................................
399
Elections;
Objections explained; the Pre•ident ma_ adjourn the Senate,
if'they attempt to prevent an Adjournment of the l-souse, .............
407
General Gevernment should command the national Forces_ .............
413
Militia Abuses ; may quell Smuggler•, ................................
413
British Militia quell Riots; Virgt'nia Militia, ...........................
414
Replies to Henry on the Militia Power, ...............................
424
Ten Mile• Square ; without exclusive Legislation there, Congress could
not be secure from Insults, ........................................
43_
Le_slature not safe, when •object to the paramount Authority of a Part of
e Community, .................................................
438
Slaves ; Condition of the South to enter the Union ; temporary Permission to carry on the Slave Trade; Congress cannot tax Slaves
amounting to Manumission; Slave Property secured ; Reclamation of
Slave•; General
Government has no Power to interpose in Slave
Property, ........................................................
453
Southern States satisfied with the Slave Compromise, ..................
458
Publication of Receipts and Expenditures, .............................
460
Validity of Claims,nor Paper Money not affected, ..............
471 to 473
Judiciary, .........................................................
5_
Value ot'the Co.ntmental Debt ; Claims neither inereaaml nor diminished,. 480
Importing and exporting State•, ......................................
483
Pro_rlety in choosing the President from the People at large ;Provi•ion in
_ase of hil Death, ................................................
487
Preeldential Election, Difficulty of, in the Federal Convention, in pointing
out the Mode ; Objection•, ........................................
494
Pardoning Power,..: ...............................................
498
Treaties -paramount Law ; cannot dismember the Union by' them, ......
500
To regulate. Commerce; external ; Responsibilit_ compared with that of
the _Bntmh Government, ..........................................
514
Judiciary, Objections to, refuted, .....................................
530
Executive, peculiar Difficulty in prezeribing its Duties, &c., ............
531
Treaties ; Judiciary to expound them, ................................
532
Supreme Court; general View; Jurisdiction, 539. Cognizance;
Disputes between a foreign State and one of our States; Organization ; Appellate Jurisdiction, &c., ...............................
......
: ...'. 533
Judiciary; Compensation ; Trial by Jury, 537. Vexatious Appeals may
be remedied by Congress ; ConflUence-better thaB Money, ............
538
FlatteringPrcapects
of free America ; Gratification not to_e looked for in
all theState• ; awful Importance of"Decision, 616. Difficultle• in preparing the Constitution ; Ratification of eight Steres a Failure, _18.
New York Opposition ; more than those Rights enumerated by Wythe,
619. Amendments,
620. Emancipation of Slaves ; Constitution does
not contemplate to strip their Owners of their Property; Claims of
Maryland for Western L_ds ......................................
622
Amendments, previous and subsequent, ...............................
629
JOHN

MARSHALL--Democracy,
well regulated, idolized;, Reply to Mr.
Henry ; Taxation, _.
Ref[,rence to Governor Randolph • Remarks t _26.
t_overnment should have that Power in Peace necemmry in War, _'.

JOHN

MARSHALL

-- continued --

Confederation ; Objects of Taxation, _9.
People's Alreetlolm the beret
Support of Government, "23l. Advocates Adoption ; equal Taze_ .....
93L
Milit_ ; State Governments do not derive their Powers from the General
Government, but frgm the People ; Powers not given not retained
by Implication ; Powers exchmive in the Ten Miles Square ; States
same Power over the Militia as under the Confederation ; the System
excellent, .......................................................
4]9
Judicial System, its Benefiti, 551. Erroneous Principle on which Objections are founded,. 55_.. Examination. of them ; Co.gnizance..; State
Courts; Protection from Infringements on the Constitution, 553. Apl_eale; Disputes between States and Citizens, 555.
Contracts, 556.
Trial by Jury, 557. Challenging Jurors; Lord Fairfax'l Title, 558.
Bill of Rights merely recommendatory, &c., .........................
561
Mr. MASONFull Investigation necemm_, and not to be bound by general
Rulel ; to he dizetumed Clause by Clause, ...........................
3
Mr GEORGE
MASON -- Taxation ; Representation, 29. For Amendments,.
33
Compmition of Parliament compared with Congress, '_9,. Taxes, _63.
R. Morris's Taz Proposition, _4.
Constitution paramount;
Aria
tocracy ; Representation,
_66. Reference to Europe;
Maryland and
the Potomac ; bs_k _ahds, _rlfl Join- the warmest Friends of the Constitution, ........................................................
gTl
Militia ; for State Legislatures to limit their Services, &.c., ..............
378
M_.litinPunishments ; Impeachment; Bribery; Treaty-making,
.........
40Q
Election Districts, ..................................................
403
Keeping the Journal ; Publication, &.c. ; long Sessions; Danger of the
Senate stopping the other House from adjourning, ...................
404
State Governments should have the Control of the Militia, ..............
415
Militia Classes ; may grant Exclusion to the Rich, .....................
4L_5
Lejgislation in the "_Fen Miles;" no Need of lmplicatlon ; maybe an Asy.
lure for Felons and other Offenders .................................
431
u General Welfexe" Powers not expressly granted are retained ; Congress
my abuse it, ....................................................
441
Proh_itions of Slave Importations, (Article 7, Section 9 ;) Slave Population weakens the States ; Slave Property not secured, ................
Taxes ; Power of Congress over them ; Runaways not protected in other
States, ..........................................................
457
Paper Specedatinnl ; Depreciation, &e., ..............................
4711
Ex ]post facto Laws, ................................................
479
Revenue ; Tobacco Inspection, .....................................
481
President's Election without Rotation, 483. Returns to the People from
whence he was taken ; Senate, its Defect that Senators are not ineligible, .........................................................
484
Presidency ; Mode of Election objectionable, ..........................
493
Army ; pardoning Power, &c., ......................................
496
Treaty-making l_ower not sufficiently guarded, .......................
507
Judiciary ; State Courts, &e ........................................
5'_
Jurisdiction ; Operation of judicial Power ; Federal Courts, &e., .......
523
onetitntion; Arguments offered do not apply, .......................
583
AMES MONROE -- Fate of ancient Nations, 907. Review of ancient Leagues,
Germany, Swiss, Netherlands, _09. Western Posts, 21g. Confe_ierahen; Comparative Power in the Federal Constitution, g13. D,vision
of Power, _18. Presidential Responsibility. 2_0. Its Connection with
the Senate ; Government m the Hands of States, and therefore dangerous, .........................................................
'221
Deplorable State of the Country at the Time of tl_ Mississippi Negotiat/on, 334. Interest ofthe Western States to oppose the Co_tstitution, .. 34g
Project of the Spanmh Treaty, 344. Presldent ought to De responsible to
the 6tateJ ; his Election ; may continue for Life, 488. Vies*President
unnecessary Office, ...............................................
489
Conditional ]_tification not dangerous to the Union, 630. ]_ederal Convention met under a lt,_se commission, ..............................
631
Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS--Out-Door
Interest opposing the Constitution;
Reference to Mr Henry s Remarks; Western Posts;'Treaty;
Mississippi, 237. Western Lantts and Emllp'ecfiou ; Kentucky an independent

1
Mr. GE(]RGE

INDEX.
NICHOLAS

Page,

-- continued--

State, 240. Scotch Union produced Peace, 942. Taxes_ 244. Federal
Constltutmn contains a British Bdl of Rights, ........................
" General Welfare "limtted;
no new Grant of Power; Extent, &c., .....
Bill of B._ghts; its Omissmn no Detect, ..............................
Obligatmn of Contracts ; Clahus under the Confederation_ ..............
ContmentaI Money; Contracts: public Debts, ........................
Tobacco ; Taxes, ..................................................
Treaties, Parallel between American and Britmh, ......................
British, more independent than fbderal, &c., ..........................
Mr. WILSON
NICIIOLAS --Qualifications
of Electors ; their Number ; Contmuance m Oillce ; Powers ; lh'sponsibility,
.....................
7 tG
Coufi, deration delbctlve ; Collectors ; Taxes, 98. Defence of the Constitutmn, ..........................................................
Rights of the Mlssissipln better secured under the Constitution than the
Confi.deratmn, 356. Formation of Treaties, 257. New Jersey Instructions to vote a_amst ceding the Mmstssq_pl ; Dread of Recall might impair Senators'Usefulness;
Kentucky Interests rely on the new Consutution, ..........................................................
Inadequacy
of tile Mdma System, 3_.
Defence of the Caprice of the
State Governments ;Marttal Law, &c, ............................
Mdma may quell
Slave Insurrectmns;
Fourth Article introduced
wholly for the Benefit of the States, ..............................
Seat of Government still subject to State Kegulatmns,
.................
Restrtct_on on Slave Importatmn, and Compromise with the South ; local
Slave Tax, .....................................................
Mr. PENDLETON
--objects
to the Readin__ of the Papers of the Confederation,
Situation before the Conventton;
no _ause of Alarm ; " We, the People,"
"_. Imbecdlty
of the Confederatmn,
37.. Necessity of tile Constitu
tlon, 39. Taxes, 40. Relative pohtical Weight of Virginia and Del
aware, .........................................................
Nature of a free Government,
')93. The " Well-born:"
regular Government
essential
to L_berty, _)5
Education
from the " public
Purse " not strictly just; Suf['_affe m Europe, .......................
People the Fountain of Power, 2!_7. D_ffvrence between State and Federal Cons_ttutton, 299. Rephes to Mr Monroe, _]0.
Kentucky ; MIss_ssippi, 301. Amendments,
303. Cm.s Jefferson's Authority for previous Amendments,
..............................................
Ten Miles Square ; Power of Congress in Legislatmn and local Police, 439.
Md_tta, .......................................................
Judiciary;
Supreme and inferior Courts; Independence
of Judges; as to
Tenure anti Salary Subjects ; Classification,. ........................
Appeals; Crimmal Cases; Jury Trmls, 546. Jur_sdmtion, &c., .........
F_ov. RANDOLPH,
(a Member of the Federal Convention) --discloses his MotLves why he refused to sign the Constitution, 22. For previous and not
subsequdnt Amendments;
Inefficacy of the Confederation
d_scovered
when Danger was over, 25 Sate m"the Convention at Annapolis ; its
Doings, 26. Rhode Island; replies to the Inquiries relatwe to "We,
the People,". ...................................................
Picture of the Country, _5. Case ofJos_ah Philhps, 66. Adoptin_ States,
67. Union necessary to Virginia; British Debts, 72. Mississlpln ; Bet
dering States ; Paper Money ; pubhc Credit, 74. Want of" ENavy, 77.
Local Confederacy ; Object of a Confederacy, 79. State of the Coun
try, &c., ........................................................
Powers necessary to be _'iven to the General Government, ..............
Reqmsit_ons. Loans, Taxes, &c., ..................
: ..................
Energetic Government
necessary;
Historical Reference corrected, 189
Bill of Rights in England;
Six or -even States here have none, 191.
Nea'roes numerous,
19'2. Ports, Potomac
and Maryland;
Josiah
Philhps, .......................................................
Previous or subsequent Amendments;
presidential Responsibility,
194.
Vermont,
Admlssmn
into the Union, 195.
Scotland
benefited
by
Union ; Spanish
Apprehensions
about Mexico and Peru;
Separate Confederacy fatal, 197. Tribute to Jefferson, 199. Concurrence
of the Senate, &c., 201. Religion, °_04. Judiciary;
Taxes; Militia;
"' Sweeping Clause,". ...........................................

946
44"2
449
476
478
482
506
580
20
102

3C0
389
427
434
456
6

41

296

304
440
517
549

98

8'2
114
118

193

'_5

INDEX.
Gov RANDOLPH

-- continued _

xi
h_

French Ambassador, in 1781_ declarea America had no Right to the Mississippi_ hut the Un_ed S_tes w_ll never rel|nqulsh it, ................
Mihtia tobe governed by Congress _nly when inthe Service of the United
States, ..........................................................
Impeachment;
Respensibility _ standing Army, .......................
Sweeping Clause ; incidental Powers i l)ifrerence between the State and
Federal Constitution ; negative Restrictions, 463. Bill of Rights, 466.
Excessive Bail, F,nes, &c., 467. Jury Trial; Press; Religion; Common Law, ......................................................
President, his Reelection proper, 485. Restrained from receiving foreign
Emolument, 4_6. Treaties ; State Rights, or Property not affected by
them, 504. Federal Judiciary, its Merits, 570. Fairfax's Case of Quit°
rents, 574. Secession may create Anarchy, &c., 597. Replies to the
Idea of Abolition of Slavery, &c., 598. Takes a general Glance at the
Constitution, and the proposed Amendments, 600. Motives for refusing
to subscribe to the Constitution again repeated, ......................
Mr. STEPHEN--for
a judicious Mixture of the three different Kinds of Government ; Apostrophe to the Genius of America, &.c., ................
Mr. TYLERopposed to the Slave Traffic and exclusive Legislation in the
"Ten Miles," . ..................................................
Principles on which he disapproves, ..................................
Defects dangerous to Liberty, .......................................
Mr. WYTHE -- Previous Amendmentsl
for subsequent;
proposed Ratification, ...........................................................

RESOLUTIONS
submitted after the Committee had gone through the Constitution ; Ayes, 80 ; Noes, 88, ......................................
Yeas and Na_s on the main Question ; -- Ayes, 89 ; Noes, 79, ...........
Ratification, _orm agreed to, ........................................
Reported Amendments for the Consideration of Congress, ..............
AMENDMENTS
proposed to the Constitution, ........................
659 to
The QUESTION ; --Ayes, 65 ; Noes, 85, .................................
AMENDMENTS
ordered to be engrossed, .................................
RATIFICATION--a
fair engrossed Copy of the Federal Constitution, with
Amendments, to be made and printed, .............................
ADJOURNMENT,
m/he d/_, .............................................

400
400

469

65_
643
454
637
641
587

652
653
656
657
661
65_
663
663
663

THE

])] BATES
IN

THE

CONVENTION
OF

THg

COMMONWEALTH

OF

VIRGINIA,

ON THE

ADOPTION

IN

OF THE FEDERAL

CONVENTION,

RICHMOND,

CONSTITUTION.

MONDAY,

June

3,

1788.

THIS being the day recommended by the legislature for
the meeting of the Convention, to take into consideration
the proposed pla,l of federal government, a majority of the
gentlemen delegated thereto assembled at the public buildings in Richmond; whereupon they proceeded to the choice of
a secretary, when John Beckley was appointed to that office.
The Hon. EDMUND
PENDLETON
was nominated,
and unanimously elected president; who, being seated in
the chair, thanked the Convention fi_r the honor conferred on
him, and strongly recommended to the members to use the
utmost moderation and temper in their deliberations on the
great and important subject now before them.
On the recommendation of Mr. Paul Carrington, the Rev.
Abner Waugh was unanimously elected chaplain, to attend,
every morning, to read prayers, immediately after the hell
shall be rung for calling the Convention.
The Convention then appointed William Drinkard, Sen.,
and William Drinkard, Jun., door-keepers.
On motion,Ordrred, That a committee of privileges and elections be appoiated
and a committee was appointed, of-Mr. Benjamin Harrison,
Mr. George Mason, Gov. Randolph,
Mr
George Nicholas, Mr. John Marshal, Mr. Paul Carrington,
Mr. Tyler,
Mr. Alexander White, Mr. Blair, Mr. Bland, Mr. Grayson, Mr. Fisher,
Mr. Matthewa, Mr. John Jones, Mr. Wythe, Mr. William Cabell, Mr.
James Taylor, [of Caroline,] Mr. G_briel Jones, Mr. Corbin, Mr. Innis,
Mr. Monroe, Mr. Henry Lee, Mr. Bullitt.
1
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Ordered, That the committee of privileges and elections do examine
and report the relurns for electing delegates to serve in this Convention ;
and that, in ca'es where no returns are made, it be an instruction to the
said committee to receive such evidence as the sitting member shall produce of his election, and report the same to the Convention.
On motion,Ordered, That Mr. Edmund Pendleton, Jun. be appointed clerk to the
committee of privileges and elections.
Mr. P. CARRINGTON
presented
a petition of Thomas
Stith, of the county of Brunswick,
complaining
of the undue
election
and return
of Binnas Jones, one of the delegates
returned
to serve in this Convention,
for the said county of
Brunswick;
which was ordered
to be referred
to the committee of privileges
and elections.
On motion of Mr. CORBIN,-Ordered, That Mr. Augustine Davis be appointed printer to the Convention, and that he cau_ to be printed, forthwith, two hundred copies
of the plan of federal government ; also two hundred copies of the resolutions of the General Assembly, of the 25th of October last, to be distributed among the members of this Convention.
On motion of Mr. GEORGE
MASON,Ordered, That the Convention be adjourned until to-morrow morning,
eleven o'clock, then to meet at the New Academy, on Shock_ Hill, in
this city.
TUESDAY, June 3, 1788.
The Convention
met at the New Academy,
on Shockoe
Hill, pursuant to adjournment.
Mr. LEE
presented
a petition of Richard
Morris, of the
county of Louisa, complaining
of an undue election and return of William White, as one of the delegates
to serve in
this Convention,
for the said county of Louisa;
which was
ordered
to be referred
to the committee
of privileges
and
elections.
On motion of Mr. HARRISON,-Ordered, That Mr. William Pierce be appointed serjeant-at-arms to
the Convention.
On motion of Mr. JOHN
JONES,Ordered,That Daniel Hicks be appointed door-keeper to the Con-

vention.

Mr, HARR1SON
moved that
the Constitution
should be read.

all the

papers

relative

to

Mr. TYLER
observed, that, before any papers were read,
certain rules and regulations
should be established
to govera
the Conveation
in their deliberations"
which being necessary
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on all occasions, are more particularly so on this grea+ and
important one.
Gov. RANDOLPH
said, that he was fully convinced of
+.henecessity of establishing rules; but as this was on a subject which might involve the Convention in a debate whicl
would take up considerable time, he recommended that the
rules of the House of Delegates, as far as the}, were applicable, should be observed.
Mr. TYLER
replied, that he had considered what the
honorable gentleman had said, and the objection to the mode
recommended by him.
Upon which the Convention came to the following resolution :Resolved, That the rules and orders for conducting business in tho
House of Delegates, so far as the same may be applicable
tion, be observed therein.

to the Conven-

On motion,The resolution of Congress of the 9.$th of September last, together with
the report of the federal Convention lately held in Philadelphia ; the resolutions of the General Assembly of the 25th of October last, and the act
of the General Assembly entitled, " An act concerning the Convention
to be held in June next," were read ;Whereupon
Mr. MASON addressed che president as follows: Mr. President, I hope and trust, sir, that this Convention,
appointed bY the people, on this great and important occasion, for securing, as far as possible, to the latest generation,
the happiness and liberty of the people, will freely and fully
investigate this important subject.
For this purpose l humbly conceive the fullest and clearest investigation indispensably necessary, and that we ought not to be bound by any
general rules whatsoever.
The curse denounced by the divim_
vengeance will be small, compared to what will justly fall
upon us, if from any sinister views we obstruct tile filllest
inquiry.
This subject, therefore, ought to obtain the freest
discussion, clause by clause, before any general previous
question be put; nor ought it to be precluded by any other
question.
Mr. TYLER moved that the Convention should r,_qolve itself into a committee of the whole Convention, to-morrow,
to take into consideration the proposed plan of government,
in order to have a fairer opportunity of examining its merits.
Mr. MASON, after recapitulating
his former reasons lbr
having urged a full discussion, clause by clause, concluded by
agreein.,g.,"with Mr. Ty'ler, that a committee of the whole
t;onvenuon was the most proper mode of proceeding.
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Mr. MADISON concurred with the honorable gentleman
m going into a full and free investigation of the subject
before them, and said he had no objection to the plan
proposed.
Mr. MASON then moved the following resolution, which
,vas agreed to by the Convention unanimously :Resolved,That no question, general or particular, shall be propounded
in this Convention, upon the proposed Constit_Jtionof government for the
United States, or upon any clause or article thereof, until the sa_l Co.stitution shall have been discussed, clause by clause, through all its
parts.

Mr. TYLER said, he should renew his motion for the
Convention to resolve itself into a committee of the whole
Convention, the next day, to take under consideration the
proposedplan of government.
Mr. LEE strongly urged the necessity and propriety of
immediately enterin_ into the discussion.
Mr. MASON. Hr. President, no man in this Convention is more averse to take up the time of the Convention
than I am; but I am equally against hurrying them precipitately into any measure. I humbly conceive, sir, that the
members ought to have time to consider the subject. Pre
cious as time is, we ought not to run into the discussion before we have the proper means.
Mr. HARRISON urged, as a reason for deferring the discussion till to-morrow, that many of the members had not
yet arrived, and that it would be improper to enter into the
business until they should arrive.
Mr. LEE answered the two objections against entering
immediately into tile business. I:ie begged gentlemen to
consider that they were limited in point of u_me; that, if
they did not complete their business on the 2_2dday of the
month, they should be compelled to adjourn, as the legisla
ture was to meet the 23d. He also begged gentlemen to
consider the consequences of such an adjournment; that
the Constitution, he believed, was very fully understood by
every gentleman present, having been the subject of public
and private consideration of most persons on the continent,
and of the peculiar meditation of those who were deputed to
the Convention.
The Convention then came to the following resolution .Resolved,That this Convention will, to-morrow, resolve itself into a
committee of the whole Convention, to take i.to consideration the pro.
posed Constitution of government for the United States.

Hamusos.]
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adjourned

until

to-morrow,

WZONSSOA_',June 4, 1788.
Mr. HARRISON
reported, from the committee of privileges
and elections, that the committee
had, according
to order,
examined the returns for electing
delegates to serve in this
Convention,
and had come to a resolution
thereupon, which
he read in his place, and afterwards delivered in at the clerk's
table, where the same was again twice read, and agreed to
by the house, as followeth:-Resolved, That it is the opiaion of tMs committee, That the returns
for electing delegates to serve in this Convention for the counties of Albemarie, Amelia, Amherst, Bedford, Botetourt, Brunswick, Buckingham,
Caroline, Charlotte, Charles City, Chesterfield, Culpepper, Cumberland,
Dinwiddie, Elizabeth City, Fauquier, Fairfax, Payette, Fluvanna, Frederick, Gloucester, Gooehland, Greenbrier, Greenesville, Halifax, Hampshire, Hardy, Harrison, Hanover, Henrico, Henry, James City, Jefferson,
Isle of Wight, Kin_ George, King and O,ueen, King William, Lancaster,
Lincoln, Loudon, Louisa, Lunenberg, Madison, Mecklenburgh, Mercer,
Middlesex, Monongalia, Montgomery, Nansemond, New Kent, Nelson,
Norfolk, Northampton, Northumberland, Ohio, Orange, Pittsyivania,
Princess Anne, Prince George, Prince William, Prince Edward, Powhatan, Randolph, Richmond, Reokbridge, Rockingham, Russell, Shenandoah, Southampton, Spottsylvania, Stafford, Surry, Sussex, Warwick,
Washington, York, and of a delegate for the borough of Norfolk and city
of Williamsburg, are satisfactory.
Mr. HARRISON
reported, from the committee of privileges and elections,
That the committee had inquired into the elections of delegates for the
counties of Accomack and Franklin, and had agreed to a report, and come
to several resolutions thereupon, which he read in his place, and afterwards delivered in at the clerk's table, where the same were again twice
read, and agreed to by the house, as foiloweth:-It appears to your committee, that no returns have been made of the
election of delegates to serve in this Conventioa for the counties of Accomack and Franklin; that, as to the election of delefates for the said
county of Aocomack, it appearsfrom the information of Nathaniel Darby
and Littletou Eyre, Esquires, that they were at the election of delegates
for the said county of Aceomack, in March last, and that George Parker
and Edmund Custis, Esquires, (the sitting members,) were proclaimed by
the sheriff',at the close of the poll, as duly elected d_lagates to represen!
the said county in this Convention.
That, as to the election of delegates for the said county of Franklin, tt
appears to your committee, from the information of Robert Williams
Esquire, that he was at the election of delegates for the said county ot
Franklin, in March last, and that John Early and Thomas Arthurs, Es
,oires, (the sitting members,) were proclaimed by the sheriff, at the clost,
of the poll, as duly elected delegates to represent the said county of Accomack in this Convention.
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ResolveJ, That it is the opinion of this committee, that J_)hn Early and
Thomas Arthurs, Esquires, were elected delegates to represent the said
county of Franklin in this Convention.
.Resolw,d, That it is the opinion of this committee, that Edmund Custis and George Parker, Esquires, were elected delegates to represent the
8aid county of Accomack m this Convention.
Ordered, That Mr. Madison and Mr. Lawson be added to the committee of privileges and elections.

Mr. ARCHIBALD
STUART
Samuel Anderson, of the county
tbrth,

presented a petition of
of Cumberland,
setting

That Thomas H. Drew, Esquire, one of the delegates returned for the
said county to serve in this Convention, _,as not, at the time of his election, a freeholder ia this commonwealth ; and praying that the election
of the said Thomas H. Drew may be set aside, and another election directed to supply his place ; which was read, and ordered to be referred to
the committee of privileges and elections.

The Convention, according to the order of the day, resolved
itself into a committee of the whole Convention, to take into
consideration the proposed plan of government, Mr. W_TnE
in the chair.
Mr. HENRY

moved,-

That the act of Assembly appointing deputies to meet at Annapolis to
consult with those from some other states, on the situation of the commerce of the United States--the
act of Assembly appointing deputies
to meet at Philadelphia,
to revise the Articles of Confederation--and
other public papers relative thereto n should be read.

Mr. PENDLETON
then spoke to the following effect:
Mr. Chairman, we are not to consider whether the federal
Conveation exceeded their powers.
It strikes my mind that
this ought not to influence our deliberations.
'I_his Constitution was transmitted to Congress by that Convention ; by
the Congress transmitted to our legislature ; by them recommended to the people; the people have sent us hither to
determine whether this government be a proper one or not.
I did not expect these papers would have been brought tbrth.
Although those gentlemen were only directed to consider
the defects of the old system, and not devise a new one, if
they found it so thoroughly defective as not to admit a revising, and submitted a new system to our consideration,
which the people have deputed us to investigate, I cannot
find any degree of propriety in reading those papers.
Mr. HENRY then wilhd,'ew his motion.
The clerk proceeded to read the preamble, and tne twt,
first sections of the first article.
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PREAMBLE.

We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect
union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquitlity, provide for the common defence, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings nf
liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordaiu and establish this CoL
stitution for the United States.
House of Representatives.
ART. 1. SECT. 1.--All
legislative powers herein granted
shall be
vested in a Congress of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate
and House of Representatives.
SECT. 2.--The
House of Representatives
shall be composed of members chosen every second year by the people of the several states, and the
electors in each state shall have the quahfications for electors of the most
numerous branch of the state legislature.
No person shall be a representattve
who shall not have attained to tile
age of twenty-five years, and been seven years a citizen of the Umted
States, and who shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that state in
which he shall be chosen.
Representatives
and direct taxes shall be apportioned
among the several states which may be included within this Union, according to their
respective numbers, which shall be determined
by addmg to the whole
number of free persons, including those bound to service for a term of
years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of all other persons.
The actual enumeration
shall be made within three years after the first
meeting of the Congress of the United States, and within every subsequent
term of ten years, in such manner as they shall by law direct.
The number of representatives
shall not exceed one for every thirty thousand, but
each state shall have at least one representative ; and until such enumeration shall be made, the state of New Hampshire shall be entitled to choose
three, Massachusetts
eight, Rhode Island and Providence
Plantations
one, Connecticut
five, New York six, New Jersey four, Pennsylvania
eight, Delaware one, Maryland six, Virginia ten, North Carolina five,
South Carolina five, and Georgia three.
When vacancies'happen
in the
representation
from any state, the executive authority thereof shall issue
writs of election to fill such vacancies.
The House of Representatives
shall choose their speaker and other
officers, and shall have the sole power of impeachment.

Mr. NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, the time being now
come when this state is to decide on this important question,
of reiecting or receiving this plan of government, it gave
me great pleasure, yesterday, when the Convention determined to proceed with the tidiest deliberation on the subiect; as every gentleman will, in the course, of the discussion, have an opportunity to urge every objection that may
arise in his mind against this system.
I beg gentlemen tu
offer all their objections here, and that none may be insisted
on elsewhere; and I hope nothing urged without these walls
will influence the mind of any one.
If this part of die plau
now under consideration be materially defective, I will readUv
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agree It ought to be wholly rejected, because representation
is the corner-stone on which the whole depends ; but if, on
investigation, it should be found to be otherwise, the highest
gratitude should be shown to those gentlemen who framed
it: although some small defects may appear in it, yet its
merits, I hope, will amply cover those defects.
I shall take it into consideration,
1st, as it affects the
qualifications of the electors ; 2dly, as it affects the qualifications of the elected ; 3dly, as to their number ; 4thly, the time
of their continuance in office ; 5thly, their powers ; and 6thly,
whether this power be sufficient to enable them to discharge
their duty without diminishing the security of the people-or, iu other words, their responsibility.
I will consider it first, then, as to the qualifications of the
electors.
The best writers on government agree lhat, in a
republic, those laws which fix the right of suffrage are fimda
mental.
If, therefore, by the proposed plan, it is left uncertain in whom the right of suffrage is to rest, or if it has placed
that right i,a improper hands, I shall admit that it is a radical
defect; but in this plan there is a fixed rule for determining
the qualifications of electors, and that rule the most judicious
that could possibly have been devised, because it refers to a
criterion which cannot be changed.
A qualification that
gives a right to elect representatives for the state legislatures,
gives also, by this Constitution, a right to choose representatives for the general government.
As the qualifications of
electors are different in the difti_rent states, no particular
qualifications, uniform through the states, would have been
politic, as it would have caused a great inequality in the
electors, resulting from the situation and circumstances of the
respective states.
Uniformity of qualifications would greatly
affect the yeomanry in the states, as it would either exclude
fi'om this inherent right some who are entitled to it by the laws
of some states at present, or be extended so universally as to
defeat the admirable end of the institution of representation.
Secondly, as it respects the qualifications of the elected.
It has ever been considered a great security to liberty, that
very few should be excluded from the right of being chosen
to th_. legislature.
This Constitution has amply attended to
this idea. We find no qualifications required except those
of age and residence, which create a certainty of their judgment being matured, and of being attached to their s;ate.
It has been objected, that they ought to be possessed of landed
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estates ; but, sir, when we reflect that mostof the eleetor_
are landed men, we must suppose they will fix on those who
are in a similar situation with themselves.
We find there is
a decided majority attached to the landed interest; consequendy, the landed interest must prevail in the choice.
Should the state be divided into districts, in no one can the
mercantile interest by any means have an equal weight in
the elections ; therefore, the former will be more fidly represented in the Congress ; and men of eminent abilities are not
excluded for the want of landed property.
There is another
objection which has been echoed from one end of the continent to the other--that
Congress may alter the time, place,
and manner of holding elections; that they may direct the
place of elections to be where it will be impossible tbrthose
who have a right to vote, to attend ; for instance, that they
may order the freeholders of Albemarle to vote in the county
of Princess Anne, or vice versa ; or regulate elections, otherwise, in such a manner as totally to defeat their purpose, and
lay theal entirely under the influence of Congress.
I flatter
myself, that, from an attentive consideration of this power, it
will dearly appear that it was essentially necessary to give it
to Congress, as, without it, there could have been no security
for the._gleneral government against the state legislatures.
What, Mr. Chairman, is the danger apprehended in this case ?
If I understand it right, it must be, that Congress might
cause the elections to be held in the most inconvenient places,
and at so inconvenient a time, and in such a manner, as to
give them the most undue influence over the choice, nay,
even to prevent tile elections from being held at all,-- in order
1o perpetuate themselves.
But what would be the consequence of this measure ? It would be this, sir,--that
Congress would cease to exist; it would destroy the Congress
itself; it would absolutely be an act of suicide ; and therefore
it can never be expected.
This alteration, so much apprehended, must be made by law; that is, with the concurrence
of both branches of the legislature.
Will the House of Rep_'esentatives, the members of which are chosen only for two
years, and who depend on the people for their rei_lection,
agree to such an alteration ? It is unreasonable to suppose it.
But let us admit, for a moment, that they will : what would
lie the consequence of passing such a law ? It would be,
sir, that, after the expiration of the two years, at the next
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elec'ion they would either choose such men as would alter
the _aw, or they would resist the government.
An enlightened people will never suffer what was established tbr their
security to be perverted to an act of tyranny.
It may be
said, perhaps, that resistance would then become vain ; Congress are vested with the power of raising an army ; to which
1 say, that if ever Congress shall have an army sufficient for
their purpose, al_d disposed to execute their unlawfid commands, betbre they would act under this disguise, they would
lmll off the mask, and declare themselves absolute.
I ask,
Mr. Chairman, is it a novelty in our government ? Has not
our state legislature the power of fixing the time, places, and
manner of holding elections ? The possible abuse here complained of never can happen as long as the people of the
United States are virtuous.
As long as they continue to
have sentiments of fi'eedom and independence, should the
Congress be wicked enough to harbor so absurd an idea as
this objection supposes, the people will defeat their attempt
by choosing other representatives, who will alter the law.
If the state legislature, by accident, design, or any other
cause, would not appoint a place for holding elections, then
there might be no election till the time was past for which
they were to have been chosen ; and as this would eventually
put an end to the Union, it ought to be guarded against ;
and it could only be guarded against by giving this discretionary power, to the C(mgress, of altering tile time, place,
and manner of holding the elections.
It is absurd to think
that Congress will exert this power, or change the time,
place, and manner established by tile states, if the states will
regulate them properly, or so at not to defeat the purposes of
the Union.
It is urged that the state legislature ought to
be fully and exclusively possessed of this power.
Were this
the case, it might certainly defeat the government.
As the
powers vested by this plan in Congress are taken from the
state legislatures, they would be prompted to throw every
obstacle in the way of the general government.
It was then
necessary that Congress should have this power.
Another strong argument for the necessity of this power is,
that, if it was left solely to the states, there might have been
as many times of choosing as there are states.
States having
solely the power of altering or establishing the time of election, it might happen that there should be no Congress.
Not
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only by omitting to fix a time, but also by the elections m
the states being at thirteen different times, such intervals
might elapse between the first and last election, as to prevent
there being a sufficient number to form a house; and this
might happen at a time when the most urgent business rendered their session necessary; and by this power, this great
part of the representation will be always kept fiJll, which will
be a security for a due attention to the interest ot' the community ; and also the power of Congress to make the times
of elections uniform in all the states, will destroy the continuance of any cabal, as the whole body of representative_
will go out of office at once.
I come now, sir, to consider that part of the Constitution
which fixes the number of representatives.
It is first necessary for us to establish what the number of representatives is
to be. At present it only consists of sixty-five ; but let us
consider that it is only to continue at that number till the
actu.d enumeration shall be made, which is to be within
three years after the first meeting of Congress ; and that the
number of representatives will be ascertained, and the proportion of taxes fixed, within every subsequent term of ten
years. Till this enumeration be made, Congress will have
no power to lay direct taxes : as there is no provision for this
purpose, Congress cannot impose it; as direct taxation and
representation are to be regulated by the enumeration there
directed, therefore they have no power of laying direct taxes
till the enumeration be actually made. I conceive no apportionment can be made before tiffs enumeration, there being
no certain data to go on. When the enumeration shall be made,
what will be the consequence? I conceive there will be
always or/e for every thirty thousand. Many reasons concur
to lead me to this conclusion. By the Constitution, the allotment now made will only continue till the enumeration be
made; and as a new enumeration will take place every ten
years, I take it for granted that the number of representatives
wiil be increased, according to the progressive increase of
population, at every respective enumeration; and one for
every thirty thousand will amount to one hundred representatives, if we compute the number of inhabitants to be only
three millions in the United States, which is a very moderat_
calculation. The first intention was only to have one fol
every forty thousand, which was afterwards estimated to be
too i'ew, and, according to this proportion, the present tem-
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porary number is fixed ; but as it now stands, we readily see
that the proportion of representatives is sufficiently numerous
to answer every purpose of federal legislation, and even soon
to gratify those who wish for the greatest number.
I take
it that the number of represehtatives will be proportioned to
the highest number we are entitled to; and that it never
will be less than one for every thirty thousand.
I formed
this conclusion from the situation of those who will be our
representatives.
They are all chosen tbr two years ; at the
end of which term they are to depend on the people for
their retlection.
This dependence will lead them to a due
and faithful discharge of their duty to their constituents : the
augmentation of their number will conciliate the affections of
the people at large ; for the more the representatives increase
in number, the greater the influence of the people in the
government, and the greater the chance of retlection to the
representatives.
But it has been said, that the Senate will not agree to
any augmentation of the number of representatives.
The
Constitution will entitle the House of Representatives to
demand it. Would the Senate venture to stand out against
them ? I think they would not, sir. Were they ready to
recede from the evident sense of the Constitution, and grasp
at power not thereby given them, they would be compelled
to desist. But, that I may not be charged with ur_ng suppositions, let us see what ground this stands upon, and
whether there be any real danger to be apprehended.
The
first objection that I shall consider is, that, by paucity of
numbers, they will be more liable to depart from their duty,
and more subject to influence.
I apprehend that the fewer
the number of representatives, the freer the choice, and the
greater the number of electors, the less liable to the unworthy
acts of the candidates will they be ; and thus their suffrage,
being free, will probably fall on men of the most merit. The
practice of that country, which is situated more like America than any other country in the world, will justify this supposition.
The British House of Commons consists, I believe,
of five hundred and fifty-eight members; yet the greater
number of these are supposed to be under t[,e undue influence of the crown. A single fact from the British history
illustrates these observations,viz., that there is scarcely an
instance, for a century past, of the crown's exereising its
•mdoubted prerogative of rejecting a bill sent up to it by the
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two houses of Parliament : it is no answer to say, that the
king's influence is sufficient to prevent any obnoxious bills
passing the two houses; there are many instances, in that
period, not only of bills passing the two houses, but even
receiving the royal assent, contrary to the private wish and
inclination of the prince.
It is objected, however, as a defect in the Constitution,
that it does not prohibit the House of Representatives from
ving their powers, particularly that respecting the support
e., of armies, out of their hands for a longer term than
two years. Here, I think, the enemies to the plan reason
unfairly; they first suppose that Congress, fi'om a love of
power natural to all, will, in general, abuse that with which
they are invested; and then they would make us apprehend
that the House of Representatives,
notwithstanding
their
love of power, (and it must be supposed as great in a branch
of Congress as in the whole,) will give out of their hands
the only check which can insure to them the continuance
of the participa6on of the powers lodged in Congress in genera]. In England, there is no restraint of this kind on the
Parliament; and yet there is no instance of a money bill
being passed for a longer terra than one year ; the proposed
plan, therefore, when it declares that no appropriation for
the support of an army shall be made for a longer term than
two years, introduces a check unknown to the English constitution, and one which will he found very powerful when
we reflect that, if the House of Representatives
could be
prevailed on to make an appropriation for an army for two
years, at the end of that time there will be a new choice of
representatives.
Thus I insist that security does not depend
on the number of representatives:
the experience of that
country also shows that many of their counties and cities
contain a greater number of souls than will be entitled to a
representation
in America;
and yet the representatives
chosen in those places have been the most strenuous advocates of liberty, and have exerted themselves in the defence
of it, even in opposition to those chosen by much smaller
numbers.
Many of the senatorial districts in Virginia also
contain a greater number of souls; and yet I supp_Jse no
gentleman within these walls will pay the senators chosen
by them so poor a compliment as to attribute less wisdom
and virtue to them than to the delegates chosen from single
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cowtntles; and as there is greater probability that the e'ectors
m a large district will be more independent, so I think the
representatives chosen in such districts will be mo_ so too;
for those who have sold themselves to their representatives
will have no right to complain, if they, in their turn, barter
away their rights and liberties ; but those who have not themselves been bought, will never consent to be sold. Another
objection made to the small number of representatives, is,
that, admitting they were sufficient to secure their integrity,
yet they cannot be acquainted with the local situation and
circumstances of their constituents. When we attend to the
object of their jurisdiction, we find this objection insupportable. Congress will superintend the great national interests
of the Union. Local concerns are left to the state legislatures. When the members compare and communicate
to one another their knowledge of their respective districts
and states, their collective intelligence will sufficiently enable
them to perform the objects of their cognizance. They cannot extend their influence or agency to any objects but those
of a general nature; the representatives will, therefore, be
sufficiently acquainted with the interests of their states,
although chosen by large districts. As long as the people
remain virtuous and uncorrupted, ,o long, we may fairly conclude, will their representatives, even at their present number, guard their interests, and discharge their duty with
fidelity and zeal : when they become otherwise, no government can possibly secure their freedom.
I now consider the time of their continuance in office. A
short c,mtinuance in office,and a return of the officers to the
mass of the people, there to depend solely on their former
gotM conduct for their re_lection, is of the highest security to
public liberty. Let the power of the persons elected be
what it may, they are only the trustees, and not the masters,
of the people; yet the time ought not to be m short that
.they could not discharge their duty with ability. Considermg this, a term of two years is short enough in this case.
Many will have a considerable distance to travel from the
places of their abode to the seat of the general government.
They must take time to consider the situation of the Union,
make themselves acquainted with the circmnstances of our
finances, and the relative situation of, and our conttection.q
with, tbreign nations, and a variety of other objects of im
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l_rtance.
Wou,d it not be the height of impolicy that they
ould go out of their office just as they began to know something of the nature of their duty ? Were this the case, the interest of their constituents could never be sufficiently attended
to. Our representatives for the state legislature are chosen for
one year, and it has never been thought too long a term.
If one year be not too long to elect a state representauve,
give me leave to say, that two years ought not to be considered as too long for the election of the members of the
general legislature.
The objects of the former are narrow,
and limited to state and local affairs ; the objects of the latter axe coextensive with the continent.
In England, at the
time they were most jealous of the prerogative of the king,
triennial elections were their most ardent wish ; they would
have thought themselves perfectly happy in this acquisition ;
nor did they think of a shorter term of elections.
Let gentlemen recollect that it is to septennial elections we owe our
liberties.
The electioas were for seven years in most of the
states before the late revolution.
I now consider their weight and power, and whether these
will be sufficient to give them, as the representatives of the
people, their due weight in the government.
By the Constitution, they are one entire branch of the legislature, without whose consent no law can be passed ;--all money bills
are to 9riginate in their house ;m they are to have the sole
power of impeachment ; E their consent is necessary to all
acts or resolutions for the appropriation of the public money ;
to all acts for laying and collecting duties, imposts, and
excises; for borrowing money on the credit of the United
States ; for creating all officers, and fixing their salaries ; for
coining money ; for raising and supporting armies ; for raising and maintaining a navy ; and tbr establishing rules for
the government of the land and naval forces: these are the
powers which will be fixed in the House of Representatives.
Hence, it appears, our representatives have more comparative power in the scale of government than the commons
of England ; and yet, in that country, the commons, possessing less powers, opposed with success much greater powers
than our representatives have to encounter.
In that country,
the king is one entire branch of the legislature, and an
hereditary monarch ; can prorogue or dissolve, eall or dismiss,
the two houses at his pleasure.
Besides his judicial influ
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ency., ne is head of the church, fountain of honor, generalissimo of the forces by sea or land, may raise what fleets and
armies he pleases, is rendered personally sacred by the constitutional maxim that he can do no wrong; and, besides
several other great powers, has a grand revenue settled on
him, sufficient to answer the ordinary ends of _overnment ;
it being established as a custom, at the accessmn of every
new king, to settle such a revenue on him for life ; and can
increase the House of Lords at any time, and thereby extend
his legislative influence. Notwithstanding the enormity of
these powers, it has been found that the House of Commons,
with powers greatly inferior to those of our representatives,
is a match for both the king and the nobles. This superiority resulted trom their having the power of withholding or
granting supplies. What will put this in a still clearer point
of view, is, that the House of Commons were not originally
possessed of these powers. The history of the English Parliament will show that the great degree of power which they
now possess was acquired from beginnings so small, that
nottfin_ but the innate weight of the power of the people,
when _fodgedwith their representatives, could have effected
it. In the reign of Edward I., in the year 1_295,the House
of Commons were first called by legal authority ; they were
then confined to giving their assent barely to supplies to the
crown. In the reign of Edward II., they first annexed petitions to the bills by which they granted subsidies. Under
Edward III., the5" declared they would not in future acknowledge any law to which they had not consented : in the
same reign, they ialpeached and brought to punishment some
of the ministers of the crown. Under Henry IV., they refused supplies until an answer had been given to their petitions ; and have increased their powers, in succeeding reigns,
to such a degree, that they entirely control the operation of
government, even in those cases where the king's prerogative gave him, nominally, the sole direction.
• Let us here consider the causes to which this uncommon
weight and influence may be assi.gned. The government
being divided into branches, executive and legislative, in all
contests between them the people have divided into the
favorers of one or the other. From their dread of the executive, and affection to their representatives, they have
always sided with the legislature. This has rendered the
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legislature successful.
The House of Commons have suc
ceeded also by withholding supplies; they can, by this
power, put a stop to the operations of government, which
they have been able to direct as they pleased.
This power
has enabled them to trit/mph over all obstacles; it is so important that it will in the end swallow up all others. Any
branch of government that depends on the will of another
for supplies of money, must be in a state of subordinate dependence, let it have what other powers it may. Our representatives, in this case, will be perfectly independent, being
vested with this power fully. Another source of superiority
is the power of impeachment.
In England, very few ministers have dared to bring on themselves an accusation by
the representatives of the people, by pursuing means contrary
to their rights and liberties. Few ministers will ever run the
risk of being impeached, when they know the king cannot
protect them by a pardon. This power must have much
greater force in America, where the President himself is personally amenable for his real-administration ; the power of
impeachment must be a sufficient check on the President's
pewer of pardoning before conviction.
I think we may
fairly conclude, that, if the House of Commons, in England,
have been able to oppose, with success, a powerful hereditary nobility, and an hereditary monarch, with all the appendages of royalty, and immense powers and revenues, onr
federal House of Representatives
will be able to oppose,
with success_ all attempts by a President, only chosert for
four years, by the people, with a small revenue, and limited
powers, sufficient only for his own support; and a Senate
chosen only for six years, (one third of whom vacate their
seats every two years,) accountable to the state legislatlrres,
and having no separate interest from them or the people.
I now come to consider their responsibility to the people
at large. The probability of their consuitinz most seruvuusly the interests of their constituents must be self-evident ;
this probability will result from their biennial elections,
whether they wish to be rei_lected or not. If they wish to
be refilected, they will know that on their _ood conduct alone
their rei_lection "will depend: if they wtsh not to be reelected, they will not enter into a fixed combination against
the people, because they return to the mass of the people,
where they will participate in the disadvantages of bad laws.
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By the publication of the yeas and nays, the votes of the individual members will be known ; they will act, therefore,
as if under the eyes of their constituents.
The state legislatures, also, will be a powerful check on them : every new
power given to Congress-is taken from the state legislatures ;
they will be, therefore, very watchful over them ; for, should
they exercise any power not vested in them, it will be a
usurpation of the rights of the different state legislatures, who
would sound the alarm to the people.
Upon such an appeal
from the states to the people, nothing but the propriety of
their conduct would insure the Congress any chance of suecess. Should a struggle actually ensue, it would terminate
to the disadvantage of the general government, as Congress
would be the object of the fears, and the state legislatures
the object of the, affections, of the people.
One hundred and
sixty members, chosen in this state legislature, musl, on an)
dispute between Congress and the state legislature, have
more influence than tell members of Congress.
One representative to Congress will be chosen by eight or ten counties; his influence and chance of rei_lection will be very
small when opposed by twenty men of the best interests in
the district : when we add to this the influence of the whole
body of the state officers, I think I may venture to affirm
that every measure of Congress would be successfully opposed
by the states.
The experience of this state legislature hath
fully satisfied me that this reasoning is just.
The members
of our Senate have never ventured to oppose any measure
of the House of Delegates;
and if they had, their chance
of being reelected, when opposed by the delegates of the
different counties, would be small. But what demonstrates
that there is sufficient responsibility in the representatives to
the people, and what must satisfy the committee, is thisthat it will be their own interest to attend to that of tl_e
people at large.
They can pass no law but what will
equally affect their own persons, their families, and property.
This will be an additional influence to prevail with them to
attend to their duty, and more effectually watch and check
lhe executive.
Their consequence as members will be
another inducement.
If they will individually signalize themsalves in support of their constituents, and in curbing the
usurpations of the executive, it will best recommend them to
the people, secure their rei_lection, and enhant._: their conse-
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quence.
They therefore will beco n_ watchful guardians of
the interests of the people.
The Constitution has wisely interposed another cheek, te
wit: m that no person holding an office of trust or profit
under the United States shall be a member of either h3use
durin_ his continuance in office. No powers ought to be
vestetl in the hands of any who are not representatives of the
people, and amenable to them.
A review of the history of
those countries with which I am acquainted, will show, that,
for want of representaUon and responsibility, power has been
exercised with an intention to advance the interest of a few,
and not to remove the _ievances of the many.
At the time
the Romans expelled their kings, the executive authority was
iVen to consuls, and the people did not _ain by the chan_e ;
r the plebeian interest declined, while tlaat of the patricians
rapidly advanced, till the oppressions of the latter caused the
former to retire to the Sacred Mount ; and even this struggle
terminated only in the creation of the tribunes of the people.
Another struggle produced only the advantage of their admission to the consular dignity, and permission to intermarry
into patrician families ; so that every success on the side of
the people only produced a change in their tyrants.
Under
Louis XI., in France, a war took place between the king and
his barons, professedly for the public good only; and, they
being successful, a treaty was made for the securing that
public good ; but it contained stipulations only in thvor of a
few lords, -- not a word in favor of the people.
But in
England, where the people had delegated all their power to
a few representatives, all contests have terminated in favor
of the people.
One contest produced Magna Charta, containing stipulations for the good of the whole.
This Great
Charter was renewed, enlarged, and confirmed, by several
succeeding kings : the Habeas Corpus under Charles lI., and
Declaration of Rights under William and Mary, -- the latter
limiting the prerogative of the crown, the former establishing
the personal liberty of the subject,were also in favor of
the whole body of the people.
Every revolution terminated
differently in Rome and in England ; in the first they only
caused a change in their masters, in the second they ended
in a confirmation of their liberties.
The powerful influence
ot the people in gaining an extension of their liberties will
appear more forcibly, and our confidence in our House ot
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Rt_prese_,t_tives must be increased, when we come to consider the manner in which the House of Commons in Eng.
land are elected.
They consist of five hundred and fiftyt:ight members, two hundred of whom are chosen by about
seven thousand freeholders in the counties, out of eight
millions of people : the rest are chosen by towns, several of
which, though small, elect five members ; and even there are
instances of two representatives being chosen by one elector.
The most baneful elections procure seats; one half of the
candidates purchase them: yet the people in E,,gland have
ever prevailed when they persisted in any particular purpose.
If, then, they have prevailed there when opposed by two
other powerful branches of the legislature, and when elected
so unduly, what may we not expect from our House of
Representatives,
fairly chosen by the people ? If the people
there prevail with septennial elections, what may we not
expect from our representatives, chosen only for two years,
and who only have to encounter the feeble power of the
President, and a Senate whose interest will lead them to
do their duty ? The opposers of this plan of government
dread the exercise of the most necessary, the most indispensable powers, and exercised by their own representatives.
Magna Charta, and Declaration of Rights, only say that such
powers shall not be exercised but with consent of Parliament ;
and experience has proved that the making their consent
necessary has sufficiently secured a proper exercise of those
powers.
The best writers also agree that such powers may
always be lodged with representatives.
We have all the
security which a people sensible and jealous of their liberties
can wish for. Experience
has evinced that mankind can
trust those who have similar rights with themselves.
Power
lodged in the hands of representatives, chosen as ours must
be, cannot be abused.
The truth of this cannot but strike
every gentleman in the committee : and still the people can,
when they please, change the government, being possessed
of the supreme power. Mr. Nicholas then quoted a passage
from the celebrated Dr. Price, _*who was so strenuous a friend
to America, proving that, as long as representation
and
responsibility existed in any country, liberty could not be
endangered ; and concluded by saying he conceived the Constitution founded on the strictest principles of true policy
• Observations on Civil Liberty.
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and liberty, and that he was willing to trust his own happiness, and that of his posterity, to the operation of that
system.
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Chairman, the public mind, as well
as my own, is extremely uneasy at the proposed change of
government. Give me leave to form one of the number of
thosgwho wish to be thoroughlyacquainted with the reasons
af this perilous and uneasy situation, and why we are broughl
hither to decide on this great national question. I consider
myself as the servant of the people of this commonwealth,
as a sentinel over their rights, liberty, and happiness. 1
represent their feelings when I say that they are exceedingly
uneasy at being brought from that state of full security, which
they enjoyed, to the present delusive appearance of things.
A year ago, the minds of our citizens were at perfect repose.
Before the meeting of the late federal Convention at Philadelphia, a general peace and a universal tranquillity prevailed
in this country ; but, since that period, they are exceedingly
uneasy and disquieted. When I wished for an appointment
to this Convention, my mind was extremely agitated for the
situation of public affairs. I conceived the republic to be in
extreme danger. If our situation be thus uneasy, whence
has arisen this fearful jeopardy ? It arises from this fatal
system; it arises from a proposal to change our government
--a proposal that goes to the utter annihilation of the most
solemn engagements of the states- a proposal of establishing nine states into a confederacy, to the eventual exclusion
of four states. It goes to the annihilation of those solemn
treaties we have formed with foreizn nations.
The present circumstances of _rance -- the good offices
rendered us by that kingdom -- require our most faithful and
most punctuai adherence to our treaty with her. We are in
alliance with the Spaniards, the Dutch, tile Prussians; those
treaties bound us as thirteen stares confederated together.
Yet here is a proposal to sever that confederacy. Is it possible that we shall abandon all our treaties and national engagements?--and for what ? 1 expected to hear the reasons
for an event so unexpected to my mind and many others.
Was our civil polity, or public justice, endangered or sapped :
IVas the real existence of the country threatened, or was this
preceded by a mournfiil progression of events? This proposal of altering our federal government is of a most alarming
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natur_ ! 1Makethe best of this new government--say it is
composed by any thing but inspiration --you ought to be.extremely cautious, watchful, }ealous of your liberty ; for, instead of securing your rights: you may lose them forever. If
a wrong step be now made, tile republic may be lost forever.
If this new government will not come up to the expectation
of tile people, and they shall be disappointed, their liberty
will be lost, and tyranny must and will a,'ise. I repeat it
again, and I beg gentlemen" to consider, that a wrong step,
made now, will plunge us into misery, and our republic will
be lost. It will be necessary for this Convention to have
a faithful historical detail of the facts that preceded the
session of the federal Convention, and the reasons that actuated its members in proposing an entire alteration of government, and to demonstrate the dangers that awaited us. If
they were of such awful magnitude as to warrant a ,t_roposal
so extremely perilous as this, I must assert, that this t_onvendon has an absolute right to a thorough discovery of every
circumstance relative to this great event. And here I would
make this inquiry of those worthy characters who composed a
part of the late federal Convention. 1 am sure they were fully
impressed with the necessity of formihg a great consolidated
government, instead of a confederation. That this is a consolidated government is demonstrably clear; and the danger
of such a government is, w my mind, very striking
1 have
the highest veneration for those gentlemen; but, sir, give
me leave to demand, What right had they to say, We, the
people ? My political curiosity, exclusi.ve of my anxious solicitude for the public welfare, leads me to ask, Who authorized them to speak the language ot, We, the people, instead of,
We, the states ? States are the characteristics and the soul of
a confederation. If the states be not the a_ents of this compact, it must he one great, consolidated, national government,
of the people of all the states. I have the highest respect for
those gentlemen who formed the Convention, and, were some
of them not here, I would express some testimonial of esteem
for them. America had, on a former occasion, put the utmost confidence in them--a
confidence which was well
placed ; and I am sure, sir, I would give up any thing to them ;
I w olJId cheerful 1y confide in them as my representatives.
But, sir, on this _reat occasion, I would demand the cause of
their conduct. Even from that illustrious man who saved us
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by his valor, I would have a reasou for his conduct: that
liberty which he has given us by his valor, tells me to ask this
reason ; and sure I am, were he here, he would give us that
reason. But there are other gentlemen here, who can give
us this information.
The people gave them no power'to use
their name.
That they exceeded their power is perfectly
clear.
It is not mere curiosity that actuates me : I wish to
hear the real, actual, existing danger, which should lead us
to take those steps, so dangerous in my conception.
Disorders have arisen in other parts of America ; but here, sir,
no dangers, no insun'ection or tumult have happened ; every
thing has been calm and tranquil. But, notwithstanding this,
we are wandering oil the great ocean of human affairs. I see
no landmark to guide us. We are running we know not
whither.
Difference of opinion has gone to a degree of inflammatory resentment
in different parts of tile country,
which has been occasioned by this perilous iunovation.
The
federal Convention ought to have amended the old system ;
for this purpose they were solely delegated;
the object of
their mission extended to no other consideration.
You must,
therefore, forgive the solicitation of one unworthy member to
know what danger could have arisen under the present Confederation, and what are the causes of this proposal to change
our government.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, had the most enlightened statesman whom America has yet seen, tbretold,
but a year ago, the crisis which has now called us together,
he would have been confronted by the universal testimony
of history ; for never was it yet known, that, in so short a
space, by the peaceable working of events, without a war, or
even the menace of the smallest force, a nation has been
brought to agitate a question, an error in the issue of wl]ieh
may blast their happiness.
It is, therefore, to be feared,Jest
Io this trying exigency the best wisdom should be unequal ;
and here (if it were allowable to lament any ordinance of
nature) might it be deplored that, in proportion to the mag.
nitude of a subject, is the mind intemperate.
Religion, the
de.arest of all interests, has too often sought proselytes by fire
rather than by reason; and politics, the next in rank, is to¢,
often nourished by p:_lssion,at the expense of the understanding. Pardon me, however, for expecting one exception to
the tendency of mankind from ihe dignity of this Con-
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vention -a mutual toleration, and a persuasion that no man
has a right to impose his opinions on others. Pardon me,
too, sir, if I am particularly sanguine in my expectations from
the chair: it well knows what is order, how to command
obedience, and that political opinions may be as honest on
one side as on the other. Before I press il_to the body of
the argument, I must take the liberty of mentioning the part
I have already borne in this great question ; but let me not
here be misunderstood. I come not to apologize to any individual within these walls, to the Convention as a body, or
even to my fellow-citizens at large. Having obeyed the impulse of duty, having satisfied my conscience, and, I trust,
my God, I shall appeal to no other tribunal : nor do I come a
candidate tbr popularity; my manner of life has never yet
betrayed such a desire. The highest honors and.emoluments
of this commonwealth are a poor compensation for the surrender of personal independence. The history of England
from the revolution, and that of Virginia for more than twenty
years past, show the vanity of a hope that general favor should
ever follow the man who, without partiality or prejudice,
raises or disapproves the opinions of ti'iendsor of foes : nay,
might enlarge the field, and declare, from the great volume
of hlJman nature itself, that to be moderate in politics forbids
an ascent to the summit of political fame. But I come
hither, regardless of allurements, to continue as I have begun ;
to repeat my earnest endeavors for a firm, energetic government; to enforce my objections to the Constitution, and to
concur in any practical scheme of amendments; but I never
will assent to any scheme that will operate a dissolution of
the Union, or any measure which may lead to it.
This conduct may possibly be upbraided as injurious to my
own views; if it be so, it is, at least, the natural offspring
of my judgment. I refilsed to sign, and if the same were to
return, again would I refuse. V_holly to adopt, or wholly to
reject, as proposed by the Convention, seemed too hard an
alternative to the citizens of America, whose servants we
were, and whose pretensions amply to discuss the means of
their happiness were undeniable. Even if adopted under
the terror of impeuding anarchy, the government must have
been witht,ut the safest bulwark _ the hearts of the people ;
and, if reiected because the chance for amendments was cut
:_ff, the Union would have been irredeemably lost. This
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seems to have been verified by the event in Massaehuselts;
but our Assembly have removed these inconveniences,
by
'opounding the Constitution to our full and free inquiry
hen I withheld my subscription, I had not even the
glimpse of the genius of America, relative to the principles
of the new Constitution.
Who, arguing from the preceding
history of Virginia, could have divined that she was prepared
tbr the important change?
In former times, indeed, she
transcended
every colony in professions and practices of
loyalty; but she opened a perilous war, under a democracy
almost as pure as representation would admit ; she supported
it under a constitution which subjects all rule, authority, and
power, to the legislature;
every attempt to alter it had been
baffled ; the increase of Congressional power had always excited an alarm.
I therefore would not bind myself to uphold
the new Constitution,
before 1 had tried it by the true
touchstone;
especially, too, when I foresaw that even the
members of the general Convention might be instructed by
the comments of those who were without doors. But I had,
moreover, objections to the Constitution, the most material
of which, too lengthy in detail, I have as yet barely stated
to the public, but shall explain when we arrive at the proper
points.
Amendments were consequently my wish; these
were the grounds of my repugnance to subscribe, and were
perfectly reconcilable with my unalterable resolution to be
regulated by the spirit of America, if, after our best efforts
for amendments, they could not be removed.
I t_eely indulge those who may think this declaration too candid, in
believing that I hereby depart from the concealment belongmg to the character of a statesman.
Their censure would
be more reasonable, were it not for an unquestionable
fact,
that the spirit of America depends upon a combination of
circumstances which no individual can control, and arises not
fi'om the prospect of advantages which may be gained by
the arts of negotiation, but from deeper and more honest
causes.
As with me the only question has ever been between previous and subsequent amendments, so will I express my apprehensions, that the postponement of this Convention to so
late a day has extinguished the probability of the former
without inevitable ruin to the Union, and the Union is lhe
anchor of our political salvation; and I will assent to the
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lopping oi thts limb, (meaning his arm,) before I assent to
tile diasolution of tlae Union.
1 shall now follow the honorable gentleman (Mr. Henry) ill his inquiry.
Before the
meeting of the federal Convention, s:lys the honorable gentleman, we rested in peace; a miracle it was, that we wt're
so: miraculous must it appear to those who consider the
distresses of the war, and the no less afflicting calamities
which we suffered in the succeeding peace.
Be so good as
to recollect how we filred tinder the Confederation.
I am
ready to pour fi_rth sentiments of the fullest gratitude to
those gentlemen who fi'amed that system.
I believe
they had the most enlightened heads in this western ht,misphere. Notwithstanding their intelligence, and earnest solicitude for the good of their country, this system proved
totally inadequate to the purpose for which it was devised.
But, sir, this was no disgrace to them. The subject of confederations was then new, and the necessity of speedily
forming some government for the states, to defend them
against the pressing dangers, prevented, perhaps, those able
statesmen from making that system as perfect as more leisure
and deliberation might have enabled them to do. I cannot
otherwise conceive how they could have formed a system
that provided no means of enforcing the powers which were
nominally given it. Was it not a political farce to pretend
to vest powers, without accompanying them with the means
of putting them in execution ? This want of energy was
not a greater solecism than the blending together, and vesting in one body, all the branches of government.
The utter
inefficacy of this system was discovered, the moment the
danger was over, by the introduction of peace ; the accumulated public misfortunes that resulted from its inefficacy rendered an alteration necessary : this necessity was obvious to
all America: attempts have accordingly been made for this
purpose.
I have been a witness to this business from its earliest
beginning.
I was hoaored with a seat in the small Convention held at Annapolis.
The members of that Convention
thought, unanimously, that the control of commerce should
be given to Congress, and recommended to their states to
extend the improvement to the whole system.
The members of the general Convention were particularly deputed to
meliorate the Confederation.
On a thorough contemplation
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of the subject, they found it impossible to amend that svs
tern. What was to be done ? The dangers of Amebic'a,
which will be shown at another time by particular emimera
tion, suggested the expedient of forming a new plan. The
Confederation has clone a great deal for us, we all allow;
but it was the danger of a powerful enemy, and the spirit
of America, sir, and not any energy in that system, that
carried us through that perilous war: for what were its
best arms? The greatest exertions were made when the
danger was most imminent. This system was not signed till
March, 1781; Maryland having not acceded to it belbre,
yet the military achievements and other exertions of America, previous to that period, were as brilliant, effectual, and
successful, as they could have been under the most energetic
government. This clearly shows that our perilous situation
was the cement of our union. How different the scene
when this peril vanished, and peace was restored! The
demands of Congress were treated with neglect. One state
complained that another had not paid its quotas as well as
itself; public credit gone- for I believe, were it not for the
private credit of individuals, we should have been ruined
!ong before that time ; commerce languishing ; produce fallmg in value, and justice trampled under foot. We became
contemptible in the eyes of foreign nations ; they discarded
us as little wanton bees, who had played for liberty, but had
no sufficient solidity or wisdom to secure it on a permanent
basis, and were therefore unworthy of their regard. It was
found that Congress could not even enforce the observance
of treaties. That treaty under which we enjoy our present
tranquillity was disregarded. Making no difference between
the justice of paying debts due to people here, and that of
aying those due to people on the other side of the Atlantic,
wished to see the treaty complied with, by the payment
of the British debts, but have not been able to know why it
has been neglected. What was the reply to the demands
and requisitions of Congress ?m You are too contemptible ;
we will despise and disregard you.
I shall endeavor to satisfy the gentleman's political curiosity. Did not our compliance with any demand of Con
gress depend on our own free will? If we refused, I know
of no coercive force to compel a compliance. After meeting
ha Convention, the deputies from the states communicated
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their information to one another.
On a review of our critisituation, and of the impossibility of introducing any
degree of improvement into the old system, what ought they
to have done ? Would it not have been treason to return
without proposing some scheme to relieve their distressed
country?
The honorable gentleman asks why we should
adopt a system that shall annihilate and destroy our treaties
with France and other nations.
I think the misfortune is,
that these treaties are violated already, under the honorable
gentleman's favorite system.
I conceive that our engagements with foreign nations are not at all affected by this
system ; for the 6th article expressly provides that " all debts
contracted, and engagements entered into, before the adop
tion of this Constitution, shall be as valid against the United
States under this Constitution as under tlte Confederation."
Does this system, then, cancel debts due to or from the
continent ? Is it not a well-known maxim that no change
of situation can alter an obligation once rightly entered into ?
He also objects because nine states are sufficient to put the
government in motion.
What number of states ought we to
have said ? Ought we to have required the concurrence of
all the thirteen ? Rhode Island--in
rebellion against integritywRhode
Island plundered all the world by her paper
money; and, notorious for her uniform opposition to every
federal duty, would then have it in her power to defeat the
Union; and may we not judge with absolute certainty, from
her past conduct, that she would do so ? Therefore, to have
required the ratification of all the thirteen states would have
been tantamount to returning without having done any thing.
What other number would have been proper?
Twelve ?
The same spirit that has actuated me in the whole progress
of the business, would have prevented me from leaving it in
the power of any one state to dissolve the Union ; for would
it not be lamentable that nothing could be done, for the defection of one state ? A majority of the whole would have
been too few. Nine states therefore seem to be a most
proper number.
The gentleman then proceeds, and inquires why we assumed the langalage of "We, the people."
I ask, Why not ?
The government is for the people ; and the misfortune was,
that the people had no agency in the government before.
The Confess
had power to make peace and war under
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the old Confederation.
Granting passports, by the law ol
nations, is annexed to this power; yet Congress was re.
duced to the humiliating condition of being obliged to send
deputies to Virginia to solicit a passport.
Notwithstandine
the exclusive power of war given to Congress, the second
article of the Confederation was interpreted to forbid that
body to grant a passport for tobacco, which, during the war,
and in pursuance of enga ements made at Little York, was
to have been sent into _'gew York.
What harm is there in
consulting the people on the construction of a government
by which they are to be bound ? Is it unfair ? ls it unjust ?
If the government is to be binding on the people, are n .t the
people the proper persons to examine its merits or defects ?
I take this to be one of the least and most trivial objections
that will be made to the Constitution ; it carries the answer
with itself.
In the whole of this business, I have acted in
the strictest obedience to the dictates of my conscience, in
discharging what I conceive to be my duty to my country.
I refused my signature, and if the same reasoRs operated on
my mind, I would still refuse; but as I think that those
eight states which have adopted the Constitution will not
recede, I am a friend to the Union.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, whether the
Constitution be good or bad, the present clause clearly discovers that it is a national government, and no longer a
Confederation.
I mean that clause which gives the first
hint of the general government laying direct taxes.
The
assumption of this power of laying direct taxes does, of itself,
entirely change the confederation of the states into one consolidated government.
This power, being at discretion,
unconfined, and without any kind of control, must carry
every thing before it. The very idea of converting what
was formerly a confederation to a consolidated government.
is totally subversive of every principle which has hitherto
governed us. This power is calculated to annihilate totally
the state governments.
Will the people of this _eat community submit to be individually taxed by two different and
distinct powers ? Will they suflbr themselves to be doubly
harassed ? These two concurrent powers cannot exist long
together; the one will destroy the other: the general government being paramount to, and in every respect more
po.v,_rfid than the state governments, the latter must give
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way to the former.
Is it to be supposed that one national
government will suit so extensive a country, embracing so
.many climates, and containing inhabitants so very different
m manners, habits, and customs?
It is ascertained, by history, that there never was a government over a very extensive country without destroying the liberties of the people:
history also, supported by the opinions of the best writers,
shows us that monarchy may suit a large territory, and despotic governments
ever so extensive a country, but that
popular governments can only exist in small territories.
Is
there a single example, on the face of the earth, to support
a contrary opinion ? Where is there one exception to this
general rule ? Was there ever an instance of a general
national government extending over so extensive a country,
abounding in such a variety of climates, &c., where the people retained their liberty ? I solemnly declare that no man
is a _reater friend to a firm union of the American states
than I am; but, sir, if this great end can be obtained without hazarding, the rights of the _eople, why should we recur
to such dangerous principles ? l_equisitions have been often
refused, sometimes from an impossibility of complying with
them; often from that great variety of circumstances which
retards the collection of moneys; and perhaps sometimes from
a wilful design of procrastinating.
But why shall we give
up to the national government this power, so dangerous in
its nature, and for which its members will not have sufficient
information ? Is it not well known that what would be a
proper tax in one state would be grievous in another?
The
gentleman who hath favored us with a eulogium in favor
of this system, must, after all the encomiums he has been
pleased to bestow upon it, acknowledge that our federal representatives must be unacquainted with the situation of thei]
constituents.
Sixty-five members cannot possibly know the
situation and circumstances of all the inhabitants of this immense continent.
When a certain sum comes to be taxed,
and the mode of levying to be fixed, they will lay the tax oil
that article which will be. most productive and easiest in
the collection, without consulting the real circumstances or
convenience of a country, with which, in fact, they cannot
be sufficiently acquainted.
The mode of levying taxes is of the utmost consequence ;
and yet her_, it is to be determined by those who have m ither
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knowledge of our situation, nor a common interest with us,
nor a fellow-feeling tbr us. The subject of taxation differs in
three fourths, nay, I might say with truth, in four fifths of
the states.
If we trust the national government with an
effectual way of raisiug the necessary sums, it is sufficient :
every thing we do further is trusting the happiness and
rights of the people.
Why, then, should we give up this
dangerous power of individual taxation ? Why leave the
manner of laying taxes to those who, in the nature of things,
cannot be acquainted with the situation of those on whom
they are to impose them, when it can be done by those who
are well acquainted with it ? If, instead of giving this oppressive power, we give them such an effectual alternative
as will answer the purpose, without encountering the evil
and danger that might arise from it, then I would cheerfully
acquiesce; and would it not be far more eligible ? I candidly acknowledge
the ineflieacy of the Confederation ; but
requisitions have been made which were impossible to be
complied within requisitions for more gold and silver than
were in the United States.
If we give the general government the power of demanding their quotas of the states,
with an alternative of laying direct taxes in case of non-compliance, then the mischief would be avoided; and the certainty of this conditional power would, in all human probability, prevent the application, and the sums necessary for
the Union would be then laid by the states, by those who
know how it can best be raised, by those who have a fellowfeeling for us. Give me leave to say, that the sum raised
one way with convenience and ease, would be very oppressive another way. Why, then, not leave this power to be exercised by those who know the mode most convenient for the
inhabitants,
and not by those who must necessarily apportion it in such manner as shall be oppressive ? With respect
to the representation
so much applauded, I cannot think it
such a full and free one as it is represented;
but 1 must
candidly acknowledge that this defect results from the very
nature of the government.
It would be impossible to have
a full and adequate representation
in the general government; it would be too expensive and too unwieldy.
We
are, then, under the necessity of having this a very inadequate representation.
Is this general representatmn
to be
compared with the real, actual, substantial representation ot
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the state legislatures ? It cannot bear a comparison. To
make representation real and actual, the number of representatives ought to be adequale; they ought to mix with
the people, think as they think, feel as they feel, nought to be
perfectly amenable to them, and thoroughly acquainted with
their interest and condition. Now, these great ingredients
are either not at all, or in a small degree, to be found in our
federal representatives; so that we have no real, actual, substantial representation: but I acknowledge it results from
the natnre of the government. Tile necessity of this inconvenience may appear a sufficient reason not to argue against
it; but, sir, it clearly shows that we ought to give power
with a sparing hand to a government thus imperfectly constructed. To a government which, in the nature of things,
cannot but be defective, no powers ought to be given but
such as are absolutely necessary. There is one thing in it
which I conceive to be extremely dangerous. Gentlemen
may talk of public virtue and confidence; we shall be told
that the House of Representatives will consist of the mosl
virtuous men on the continent, and that in their hands we
may trust our dearest rights. This, like all other assemblies, will be composed of some bad and some good men;
and, considering the natural lust of power so inherent in
man, I fear the thirst of power will prevail to oppress the
people. What I conceive to be so dangerous, is the provision with respect to the number of representatives: it does
not expressly provide that we shall have one for every thirty
thousand, but that the number shall not exceed that proportion. The utmost that we can expect (and perhaps that is
too much) is, that the present numher shall be continued to
us ; n,, the number of representatives shall not exceed one
for every thirty thousand." Now, will not this be complied
with, although the present number should never be increased--nay, although it should be decreased? Suppose
Congress should say that we should have one for every
forty thousand; will not the Constitution be complied
with ?_for one for every forty thousand does not exceed
one for every thirty thousand. There is a want of proportion that ought to be strictly guarded against. The worthy
gentleman tells us that we have no reason to fear; but I
always fear for the rights of'the people. I do not pretend to
inspiration; but I think it is apparent as the day, that the
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members will attend to local, partial interests, to prevent an
augmentation of their number.
I know not how they will
be chosen, but, whatever be the mode of choosing, our present number will be ten ; and suppose our state is laid off in
ten districts, -- those gentlemen who shall be sent from
those districts will lessen their own power and influence in
their respective districts if they increase their number; for
the greater the number of men among whom any given
quantum of power is divided, the less the power of each individual.
Thus they will have a local interest to prevent
the increase of, and perhaps they will lessen their own number. This is evident on the face of the Constitution:
so
loose an expression ought to be guarded against, for Congress will be clearly within the requisition of the Constitution, although the number of representatives
should always
continue what it is now, and the population of the country
should increase to an immense number.
Nay, they may
reduce the number from sixty-five to one from each state,
without violating the Constitution;
and thus the number,
which is now too small, would then be infinitely too much
so. But my principal objection is, that the Confederation is
converted to one general consolidated government, which,
fi'om my best judgment of it, (and which perhaps will be
shown, in the course of this aiscussion, to be really well
founded,) is one of the worst curses that can possibly befall
a nation.
Does any man suppose that one general ilational
government can exist in so extensive a country as this ? 1
hope that a government may be framed which may suit us,
by drawing a line between the general and state governments, and prevent that dangerous clashing of interest and
power, which must, as it now stands, terminate
in the
destruction of one or the other.
When we come to the
judiciary, we shall be more convinced that this government will terminate in the annihilation of the state governments : the question then will be, whether a consolidated
government can preserve the freedom and secure the rights
of the people.
If such amendments be introduced as shall exclude danger,
I shall most gladly put my hand to it. When such amend
ments as shall, from the best information, secure the great
essential rights of the people, shall be agreed to by gentlemen, I shall most heartily make the greatest concessions, and
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concvr in any reasonable measure to obtain the desirable end
of conciliation and unanimity.
An indispensable amendment
in this case is, that Congress shall not exercise the power of
raising direct 'taxes till the states shall have refused to comply with the requisitions of Congress.
On this condition it
may be granted; but I see no reason to grant it uncondition
ally, as the states can raise the taxes with more ease, and
lay them on the inhabitants with more propriety, than it is
possible tbr the general government to do. If Congress hath
this power without control, the taxes will be laid by those
who have no fellow-feeling or acquaintance with the people.
This is my objection to the article now under consideration.
It is a very great and importallt one.
I therefore beg gentlemen to consider it. Should this power be restrained, l
shall withdraw my objections to this part of the Constitution ;
but as it stands, it is an objection so strong in my mind, that
its amendment is with me a sine qua noT, of its adoption.
I
wish for such amendments, and such only, as are necessary
to secure the dearest rights of the people.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, it would give me great
pleasure to concur with my honorable colleague in any conciliatory plan.
The clause to which the worthy member
alludes is only explanatory of the proportion which representation and taxation shall respectively bear to one another.
The power of laying direct taxes will be more properly discussed, when we come to that part of the Constitution which
vests that power in Congress.
At present, I must endeavor
to reconcile our proceedings to the resolution we have taken,
by postponing the examination of this power till we come
properly to it. With respect to co_iverting the confederation
to a complete consolidation, I thiok no such consequence will
follow from the Constitution, and that, with more attention,
we shall see that he is mistaken; and with respect to the
number of representatives,
I reconcile it to my mind, when I
consider that it may be increased to the proportion fixed, and
that, as it may be so increased, it shall, because it is the
interest of those who alone can prevent it, who are our representatives, and who depend on their good behavior for
their re_lection.
Let me observe, also, that, as far as the
number of representatives
may seem to be adequate to discharge their duty, they will have sufficient informa6on from
the laws of particular states, from the state legislatures, ti-om

PeNDL_TON.]

VIRGINIA.

_Lr_

their own experience, and from a great number of indivL,1
uals; and as to our security against them, I conceive, sir,
that the general limitation of"their powers, and the general
watchfulness of the states, will be a sufficient guard. As iJ
is now late, I shall defer any further investigation till a more
convenient time.
The committee then rose, and on motion
Resolved, That this Conventionwill,to-morrow,again resolve itsell
into a committeeof the wholeConvention,to take into furtherconsiderationthe proposedConstitutionof government.
And then the Convention adjourned until to-morrow morning, eleven o'clock.
THURSDAY,
June5, 1788.
Mr. HARRISON reported, fi'om the committee of privileges and elections, that the committee had, according to
order, had under their consideration the petition of Samuel
Anderson, to them referred, and had come to a resolution
thereupon, which he read ill his place, and afterwards delivered in at the clerk's table, where the same was again twice
read, and agreed to by the house, as followeth :Resolved, That it is eke opinionof t_is committee,That thepetitionof
the said Samuel Anderson,prayingthat the electionof Mr.ThomasH.
Drew, a member returnedto servein this Conventionfor the countyof
Cumberland,may be set aside,anda newelectionhadto supplyhisplace,
be rejected.
Mr. HARRISON
reported, from the committee of privileges and elections, that the committee had, according to
order, examined the returns of the election of delegates to
serve in this Convention for the county of Westmoreland, and
had come to _Lresolution thereupon, which he read in his
place, and afterwaMs delivered in at the clerk's table, where
the same was again twice read, and agreed to by the house,
as followeth :
Resolved, That it is theopinionof this committee,That the returnof the
electionof delegatesto servein this Conve,ltion,for the said countyof
Westmoreland,Is satisfactory.
The Convention, according to the order of the day, resolved itself into a committee of the whole Convention, to
take into furtber consideration the proposed plan of government.
Mr. Wythe in the chair.
The first and second sections still under consideration.
Mr. PENDLETON.
Mr. Chairman, my worthy friend
(Mr. Henry) has expressed great uneasiness in his mind.
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and infijrmcd us that a great maK_yof our citizens are also extremely uneasy, at the proposal of changing our government ;
but that, a year ago, betbre this fatal s)stem was thought
of, tile public mind was at perfect repose.
It is necessary
to inquire whether the public mind was at ease on the subject, and if il be since disturbed, what was the cause. What
was the situation of this country before the meeting of the
federal Convention?
Our general government was totally
inadequate to the purpose of its institution; our commerce
decayed; our finances deranged; public and private credit
destroyed : these and many other national evils rendered
necessary the meeting of that Convention.
If the public
mind was then at ease, it did not result from a conviction of
being in a happy and easy sitttation : it must have been an
inactive, unaccountable stupor.
The federal Convention
devised the paper on your table as a remedy to remove our
political diseases.
What has created the public uneasiness
since?
Not public reports, which are not to be depended
upon; but mistaken apprehensions of danger, drawn from
observations on government which do not apply to us. When
we come to inquire into the origin of most governments of
the world, we shall find that they are generally dictated by
a conqueror, at the point of the sword, or are the off.spring
of confusion, when a great popular leader, taking advantage
of circumstances, if not producing them, restores order at
the expense of liberty, and becomes the tyrant over the people. Itmay well be supposed that, in forming a government
of this sort, it will not be favorable to liberty : the conqueror
will take care of his own emoluments, and have little concern'for the interest of the people. In either case, the interest and ambition of a despot, and not the good of the people, have given the tone to the government.
A government
thus formed must necessarily create a continual war between
the governors and governed.
Writers consider the two parties (the people and tyrams)
as in a state of perpetual warfare, and sound the alarm to the
people. But what is our case ? We are perfectly free from
sedition and war : we are not yet in confilsion : we are left
to consider our real happiness and security: we want to secure these objects : we know they cannot be attained without government. ]s there a single man, in this committee, of
a contrary opinion ? What was it that brought us from
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state 6f nature to society, but to secure happiness ? And can
society be formed without government ? Personify government : apply to it as a friend to assist you, and it will grant
your request.
This is the only government founded in real
compact.
There is no quarrel between government and
liberty ; the former is the shield and protector of the latter.
The war is between government and licentiousness, faction,
turbulence, and other violations of the rules of society, to preserve liberty.
Where is the cause of alarm?
We, the
people, possessing all power, form a government, such as
we think will secure happiness:
and suppose, in adopting
this plan, we should be mistaken in the end ; where is the
c:mse of alarm on that quarter ? In the same plan we poinl
out an easy and quiet method of reforming what may be found
amiss. No, but, say gentlemen, we have put the introduction of that method in'the hands of our servants, who will
interrupt it from motives of self-interest.
What then ? We
will resist, did my friend say ? conveying an idea of force.
Who shall dare to resist the people ? No, we will assemble
in Convention ; wholly recall our delegated powers, or reform
them so as to prevent such abuse ; and punish those servants
who have perverted powers, designed for our happiness, to
their own emolument.
We ought to be extremely cautious
not to be drawn iato dispute with regular government, by
faction and turbulence, its natural enemies.
Here, then, sir,
there is no cause of alarm on this side ; but on the other side,
rejecting of government, and dissolving of the Union, produce confusioa and despotism.
But an objection is made to the form: the expressioll, We,
the people, is thought improper.
Permit me to ask the gentlemzm who m:lde this objection, _,ho hut the people can
delegate powers?
Who but the people have a right to form
.government ? The expression is a common one, and a favorJte one with me. The representatives of the people, by their
authority, is a mode wholly inessential.
If the objection be,
that the Union ought to be not of the people, but of the state
governments, then I think the choice of the former very
happy and proper.
What have the state governments to do
with it?
Were they to determine, the people would not, in
that case, be the judges upon what terms it was adopted.
But the power of the Convention is doubted.
What is
the power ? To propose, not to determine.
This power
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of proposing was very broad; it extended to remove all
defects in government: the members of that Convention,
whu were to consider all the defects in our general government, were not confined to any particular plan. Were they
deceivedP
This is the proper question here.
Suppose the
paper on your table dropped from one of the planets; the
people found it, and sent us here to consider whether it was
proper for their adoption ; must we not obey them ? Then
the qut.stion must be between this government and the Confederation.
The latter is no government at all. It has been
said that it has carried us, through a dangerous war, to a
happy issue. Not that Confederation, but common danger,
and the spirit of America, were bonds of our union: union
and unanimity, and not that insignificant paper, carried us
through that dangerous war.
"United, we stand D divided,
we tail !" echoed and reechoed through Americam from Congress to the drunken carpenterwas effectual, and procured
the end of our wishes, though now forgotten by gentlemen,
if such there be, who incline to let go this stronghold,
to catch at feathers; tbr such all substituted projects may
prove.

This spirit had nearly reached the end of its power when
relieved by peace.
It was the spirit of America, and not
the Confederation, that carried us through the war: thus 1
prove it. The moment of peace showed the imbecility of
the federal government:
Congress was empowered to make
war and peace ; a peace they made, giving us the great object, iiadependence, and yielding us a terrHory that exceeded
my most sangume expectauons.
Unfortunately,
a single
disagreeable clause, not the object of the war, has retarded
the performance of the treaty on our part.
Congress could
only recommend its performance, not enforce it; our last
Assembly (to their honor be it said) put this on its proper
grounds_on
honorable grounds; it was as much as they
ought to have done.
This single instance shows the imbecility of the Confederation;
the debts contratted
by the
war were unpaid; demands were made on Congress;
all
that Congress was able to do was to make an estimate of the
deht, and proportion it among the several states; they sent
on the requisitions, from time to time, to the states, for their
respective quotas.
These were either complied with par
fially, or not at all. Repeated demands on Congre_.._ dis
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tressed that honorable body ; but they were unable to fulfi,
those engagements,
as they so earnestly wished.
What
was the idea of other nations respecting America ? What
was the idea entertained of us by those nations to whom we
were so much indebted ? The inefficacy of the generaJ
government warranted an idea that we had no government
at all. Improvements were proposed, and agreed to by
twelve states; but were interrupted, because the little state
of Rhode Island refused to accede to them.
This was a
further proof of the imbecility of that government.
Need
I multiply instances to show that it is wholly ineffectual for
the purposes of its institution?
Its whole progress since
the peace proves it.
Shall we then, sir, continue under such a government, or
shall we introduce that kind of government which shall produce the real happiness and security of the people ? When
gentlemen say that we ought not to introduce this new government, but strengthen the hands of Congress, they ought
to be explicit.
In what manner shall this be done ? If the
union of the states be necessary, government must be equally
so; for without the latter, the former cannot be effected.
Government must then have its complete powers, or be ineffectual ; a legislature to fix rules, impose sanctions, and point
out the punishment of the transgressors of these rules; an
executive to watch over officers, and bring them to punishment;
a judiciary, to guard the innocent, and fix the
guilty, by a fair trial.
Without an executive, offenders
would not be brought to punishment;
without a judiciary,
any man might be taken up, convicted, and punished without a trial.
Hence the necessity of having these three
branches.
Would any gentleman in this committee agree
to vest these three powers in one body-- Congress ? No.
Hence the necessity of a new organization and distribution
of those powers.
If there be any feature in this government which is not republican, it would be exceptionable.
From all the public servants responsibility is secured, by their
being, representatives, mediate or immediate, tbr short terms,
and their powers defined.
It is, on the whole complexion of
it. a government of laws, not of men.
But it is represented to be a consolidated government,
amfihilating that of the states _ a consolidated government,
t, hich so extensive a territory as the United States canno.
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admit ot, w,hout terminating in despotism.
If this be such
a government, I will confess, with my worthy friend, that it
is inadmissible over such a territory as this country.
Let us
consider whether it be such a government or not.
I should
understand a consolidated
government
to be that which
should have tile sole and exclusive power, legislative, executive, and.judicial, without any limitation.
Is this such a government ? Or can it be changed to such a one ? It only
extends to the general purposes of the Union.
It does not
intermeddle v,:ith the local, particular affairs of the states.
Can Congress legislate for the state of Virginia ? Can they
make a law altering the form of transferring property, or
the rule of descents, in Virginia?
In one word, can they
make a single law fo," the individual, exclusive purpose of any
one state ? It is the interest of the federal to preserve the
state governments ; upon the later the existence of the fbrmer depends : the Senate derives its existence immediately
from the state legislatures ; and the representatives and President are elected under their direction and control; they
also Fi-eserve order among the citizens of their respective
states, and without order and peace no society can possibly
exist.
Unless, therefore, there be state legislatures to continue the existence of Congress, and preserve order and
peace among the inhabitants, this general government, which
gentlemen suppose will annihilate the state governments,
must itself be destroyed.
When, therefore, the federal government is, in so many respects, so absolutely dependent on
the state governments, I wonder how any gentleman, reflecting on the subject, could have conceived an idea of a possibility of the former destroying the latter.
But the power of
laying direct taxes is objected to. Government must be
supported ; this cannot be done without a revenue : if a sufficient revenue be not otherwise raised, recurrence must be
had to direct taxation; gentlemen admit this, but insist on
the propriety of first applying to the state legislatures.
Let us consider the consequence that would result from
"this. In the first place, time would be lost by it, Congress
would make requisitions in December;
our legislature do
not meet till October ; here would be a considerable loss of
time, admitting the requisitions to be. fully complied with.
But suppose the requisitions to be refused ; would it not be
dangerous to send a collector, to collect the Congressional
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taxes, after the state legislature had absolutely refused to corn
ply with the demands of Congress ? Would not resistance t._
collectors be the probable consequence ? Would not this
resistance terminate in confusion, and a dissolution of the
U,ion ? The concurrent power of two different bodies laying direct taxes, is objected to. These taxes are for twe
different purposes, and cannot interfere with one another.
[ can see no danger resulting froal this; and we must suppose that a very small sum more than the impost would be
sufficient.
But the representation is supposed too small,
l
confess, I think with the gentleman who opened the debate
(Mr. Nicholas) on this subject ; and I think he gave a very
satisfactory answer to this objection, when he observed that,
though the number might be insufficient to convey, information of necessary local interests 1o a state legislature, yet it
was sufficient for the federal legislature, who are to act only
on general subjects, in which this state is concerned in common with other states.
The apportionment of representatiou and taxation by the same scale is just ; it removes the
objection, that, while Virginia paid one sixth part of the expenses of the Union, she had no more weight in public
counsels than Delaware, which paid but a very small portion.
By this just apportionment
she is put on a tboting with the
small states, in point of representation and influence in councils. I cannot imagine a more judicious principle than is
here fixed by the Constitution _ the number shall not exceed
one for every thirty thousand.
But it is objected that the
number may be less. If Virginia sends in that proportion,
1 ask, Where is the power in Congress to r_ect them?
States might incline to send too many; they are therefore
restrained:
but can it be doubted that they will send the
number they are entitled to? We may be thereibre sure,
from this principle unequivocally fixed in the Constitution,
that the number of our representatives
will be in proportion
to the increase or decrease of our population,
l can truly
say that I am of no party, nor actuated by any influence,
but the true interest and real happiness of those whom I represent; and my age and situation, I trust, will sufficiently
demonstrate the truth of this assertion.
I cannot conclude
without adding, that ] am perfectly satisfied with this part
of the system.
Mr. LEE, (of Westmoreland.)
Mr. Chairman, I feel
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every power of my mind moved by the language of the honorable genueman yesterday.
The &lat and brilliancy which
have distinguished that gentleman, the honors with which
he has been dignified, and tile brilliant talents which he has
so often displayed, have attracted my respect and attention.
On so important an occasion, and before so respectable a
body, I expected a new display of his powers of oratory;
but, instead of proceeding to investigate the merits of the
new plan of government, the worthy character in@reed us
of horrors which he feh, of apprehensions to his mind, which
made him tremblingly fearful of the fate of the commonwealth.
Mr. Chairman, was it proper to appeal to the feat's
of this house ? The question before us belongs to the judgment of this house. 1 trust he is come to judge, and not to
alarm.
I trust that he, and every other gentleman in this
house, comes with a firm resolution coolly and calmly; to examine, and fairly and impartially to determine,
l-le was
pleased to pass a eulogium on that character who is the prid_
of peace and support of war ; and declared that even fi'om
him he would require the reason of proposing such a system.
I cannot see the propriety of mentioning that illustrious
character on this occasion; we must be all filly impressed
with a conviction of his extreme rectitude of conduct.
But,
sir, this system is to be examined by its own merit.
He
then adverted to the style of government, and asked what
authority they had to use the expression, " We, the people,"
and not We, the states.
This expression was introduced
into that paper with great propriety.
This system is submitted to the people for their consideration, because on them
it is to operate, if adopted.
It is not binding on the people
until it becomes their act.
It is now submitted to the people
of Virginia.
If we do not adopt it, it will be always null
and void as to us. Suppose it was found proper for our
adoption, and becoming the government of the people of Virginia ; by what style should it be done ? Ought we not to
make use of the name of the people ? No other style would
be proper.
He then spoke of the characters of the gentlemen who framed it. This was inapplicable, strange, and
unexpected : it was a more proper inquiry whether such evils
existed as rendered necessary a change of government.
This necessity is evldeneed by the concurrent testimonj
of almost all America.
The legislative acts of different
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states avow it. It is acknowledged by the acts of this state
under such an act we are here now assembled.
If referenet
to the acts of the assemblies will not sufficiently convince
him of this necessity, let him go to our seaports ; let him see
our commerce languishing--not
an American bottom to be
seen ; let him ask the price of land, and of produce, in different parts of the country : to what cause shall we ascribe the
verv low prices of these ? To what cause are we to attribute" the decrease of population and industry, and the impossibility of employing our tradesmen and mechanics ? 'Fo
what cause will the gentleman impute these and a thousand
other misfortunes our people labor under ? These, sir, are
owing to the imbecility of the Confederation ; to that defective system which never can make us happy at home nor
respectable abroad.
The gentleman si_t down as he began,
leaving us to ruminate on tho horrors which he opened with.
Although I could trust to the argument of the gentleman
who spoke yesterday in favor of the plan, permit me to make
one observation on the weight of our representatives in the
government.
If the House of Commons, in England, possessing less power, are now able to withstand the power of
the crown,--if
that House of Commons, which has been
undermined by corruption in every age, and contaminated
by bribery even in this enlightened age, with far less powers
than our representatives possess, is still able to contend with
the executive of that country, m what danger have we to
fear that our representatives
cannot successfully oppose the
encroachments of the other branches of the government?
Let it be remembered that, in the year 1782, the East India
Bill was brought into the House of Commons.
Although
the members of that house are only elected in part by the
landed interest, yet, in spite of ministerial influence, that
bill was carried in that house by a majority of one hundred
and thirty, and the king was obliged to dissolve the Parliament to prevent its effect.
If, then, the House of Commons
was so powerful, no danger can be apprehended that our
House of Representatives is not amply able to protect our
liberties.
I trust that this representation is sufficient to secure our happiness, and that we may fairly congratulate
ourselves on the superiority of our government to that I just
referred to.
MI. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, I am much obliged to the
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rely worthy gentleman for his encomium.
I wish 1 was
possessed with talents, or possessed of any thing that might
enable me to elucidate this great subject.
I am not free
from suspicion : I am apt to entertain doubts.
I rose yesterday to ask a question which arose in my own mind.
When I asked that question, I thought the meaning of nay
interrogation was obvious. The fate of this question and
of America may depend on this.
Have they said, We, the
states ? Have they made a proposal of a compact between
states?
If they had, this would be a confederation.
It is
otherwise most clearly a consolidated government.
The
question turns, sir, on that poor little thing rathe expressiou,
We, the people, instead of the states, of America.
I need
not take much pains to show that the principles of tl'.is system are extremely pernicious, impolitic, and dangerous
Is
this a monarchy, like England--a
compact between prince
and people, with checks on the former to secure the liberty
of the latter ? Is this a confederacy, like Holland m an association of a nmnber of independent states, each of which
retains its individual sovereignty?
It is not a democracy,
wherein the people retain all their rights securely.
Had
these principles been adhered to, we should not have been
brought to this alarming transition, from a confederacy to a
consolidated government.
We have no detail of these great
considerations, which, in my opinion, ought to have abounded before we should recur to a government of this kind.
Here is a resolution as radical as that which separated us
from Great Britain.
It is radical in this transition;
our
rights and privileges are endangered, and the sovereignty of
the states will be relinquished: and cannot we plainly see
that this is actually the case ? The rights of conscience,
trial by jury, liberty of the press, all your immunities and
franchises, all pretensions to human rights and privileges,
are rendered insecure, if not lost, by this change, so loudly
talked of by some, and inconsiderately by others.
Is this
tame relinquishment of rights worthy of freemen ? Is it
worthy of that manly fortitude that ought to characterize remhlicans?
It is said eight states have adopted this plan.
decla,'e that if twelve states and a half had adopted it, I
would, with manly firmness, and in spite of an erring world,
reiect it. You are not to inquire how your trade may be
increased, nor how you are to become a great and powerful
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people, but how your liberties can be secured; for liberty
ought to be the direct end of your governmeut.
Having premised these things, I shall, with the aid of m)
judgment and informatiou, which, I confess, are not extensive,
go into the discussion of this system more minutely.
Is it
necessary for your liberty that you should abandon those
great rights by the adoption of this system ? Is the relinquishmeut of the trial by jury and the liberty of the press necessary for your liberty ? Will the abandonment of your most
sacred rights tend to the security of your liberty ? Liberty.
the greatest of all earthly blessings--give
us that precious
jewel, and you may take every thing else ! But 1 am fearful I have lived long enough to become an old-fashioned fellow. Perhaps an invincible attachment to the dearest rights
of man may, in these refined, enlightened days, be deemed
old-fashioned; if so, I am contented to be so. I say, the
time has been when every pulse of my heart beat for American liberty, and which, l believe, had a counterpart in the
breast of every true American; but suspicions have gone
forth -- suspicions of my integrity-- publicly reported that
my professions are not real. Twenty-three years a_,o,_,
was I
supposed a traitor to my country ? I was then said to be
the bane of sedition, because I supported the rights of my
country.
I may be thought suspicious when I say our privileges and rights are in danger. But, sir, a number of the
people of this country are weak enough to think these things
are too true. I am happy to find that the gentleman on the
other side declares they are groundless.
But, sir, suspicion is
a virtue as long as its object is the preservation of the public
good, and as long as it stays within proper bounds : should it
fall on me, I am contented: conscious rectitude is a powerful consolation.
I trust there are many who think my professions for the public good to be real.
Let your suspicion
look to both sides.
There are many on the other side, whn
possibly may have been persuaded to the necessity of these
measures, which I conceive to be dangerous to your liberty
Guard with .jealous attention the public liberty.
Suspect
every one who approaches
that jewel.
Unfortunately,
nothing will preserve it but downright force.
Whenever
you give up that force, you are inevitably ruined.
I am answered by gentlemen, {hat, though I might speak of terrors,
vet the fact was, that we were surr-,mded by none of the
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dangers 1 apprehended.
I conceive this new government to
be one of those dangers : it has produced those horrors which
distress many of our best citizens.
We are come hither to
preserve the poor commonweahh of Virginia, if it can be
possibly done: something must be done to preserve your liberty and mine. The Confederation, this same despised government, merits, in my opinion, the highest encomium: it
carried us through a long and dangerous war ; it rendered us
victorious in that bloody conflict with a powerful nation;
it has secured us a territory greater than any European
monarch possesses : and shall a government which has been
thus stro.g and vigorous, be accused of imbecility, and abandoned for want of energy ? Consider what you are about to
do before you part with the government.
Take longer time
in reckoning things ; revolutions like this have happened in
almost every country in Europe ; similar examples are to be
found in ancient Greece and ancient Rome--instances
of
the people losing their liberty by their own carelessness and
the ambition of a few. We are cautioned by the honorable
gentleman, who presides, against thction and turbulence,
i
acknowledge
that licentiousness is dangerous, and that it
ought to be provided against: I acknowledge, also, the new
form of government may effectually prevent it : yet there is
another thing it will as effectually do--it
will oppress and
ruin the people.
There are sufficient guards placed against sedition and
licentiousness;
for, when power is given to this government
to suppress these, or for any other purpose, the language it
assumes is clear, express, and unequivocal;
but when this
Constitution speaks of privileges, there is an ambiguity, sir,
a fatal ambiguity_
an ambiguity which is very astonishing.
In the clause under consideration, there is the strangest language that I can conceive.
I mean, when it says that there
shall not be more representatives
than one tbr every thirty
thousand.
Now, sir, how easy is it to evade this privilege!
"q'he number shall not exceed one for every thirty thousand."
This may be satisfied by one representative from each state.
Let our numbers be ever so great, this immense continent
may, by this artfifl expression, be reduced m have but thirteen representatives.
I confess this construction is not natural; but the ambiguity of the expression lays a good ground
f_r a quarrel.
Why was it not clearly and unequivocally
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expressed, that they should be entitled to have one lbr eve D
thiity thousand ? This would have obviated all disputes ;
and was this difficult to be done ? What is the inference
When population increases, and a state shall send representatives in this proportion, Congress may remand them, because the right of having one for every thirty thousand is not
clearly expressed.
This possibility of reducing the number
to one for each state approximates to probability by that
other expression--"
but each state shall at least have one
representative."
Now, is it not clear that, from the first expression, the number might be reduced so much that some
states should have no representatives at all, were it not for
the insertion of this last expression ? And as this is the only
restriction upon them, we may fairly conclude that they may
restrain the number to one from each state. Perhaps the
same horrors may hang over my mind again.
I shall be told
I am continually afraid: but, sir, I have strong cause of apprehension,
in some parts of the plan before you, the great
rights of freemen are endangered ;_in other parts, absolutely
taken away.
How does your trial by jury stand?
In civil
cases gone- not sufficiently secured in criminalthis best
privilege is gone. But we are told that we need not fear;
because those in power, being our represent_tives, will not
abuse the powers we put in their hands.
I am not well
versed in history, but ! will submit to your recollection,
whether liberty h_ been destroyed most often by the licentiousness of the people, or by the tyranny of rulers.
I
imagine, sir, you will find the balance on the side of tyranny.
Happy will you be if you miss the fate of those nations,
who, omitting to resist their oppressors, or negligently suffering their liberty to be wrested from them, have groaned
under intolerable despotism!
Most of the human race are
now in this deplorable condition; and those nations who
have gone in search of grandeur, power, and splendor, have
also fallen a sacrifice, and been the victims of their own folly.
While they acquired those visionary blessings, they lost their
freedom. My great objection to this government is, that it
does not leave us the means of defending our rights, or of
waging war against tyrants.
It is urged by.some gentlemen,
that this new plan will bring us an acqulsmon of strength--.
an army. and the militia of the states.
This is an idea ex.
tremely ridiculous: gentlemen cannot be earnest. This ac-
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quisition will trample on our fallen liberty.
Let my beloved
Americans guard against that fatal lethargy that has pervaded
the universe.
Have we the means of resisting disciplined
armies, when our only defence, the militia, is put into the
hands of Congress ? The honorable gentleman said that
great danger would ensue if the Convention rose without
adopting this system.
I ask, Where is that danger ? I see
none.
Other gentlemen have told us, within these walls,
that the union is gone, or that the union will be gone.
Is
not this trifling with the judgment of their fellow-citizens ?
Till they tell us the zrounds of their fears, I will consider
them as imaginary.
_' rose to make inquiry where those
dan_ers were ; they could make no answer : I believe I never
shall have that answer.
Is there a disposition in the people
of this country to revolt against the dominion of laws ? Has
there been a single tumult in Virginia?
Have not the
people of Virginia, when laboring under the severest pressure of accumulated distresses, manifested the most cordial
aequ|escenee in the execution of the laws ? What could be
more awful than their unanimous acquiescence under general distresses ? Is there any revolution in Virginia ? Whither is the spirit of America gone ? Whither is the genius
of America fled ? It was but yesterday, when our enemies
marched in triumph through our country.
Yet the people of
this country could not be appalled by their pompous armaments: they stopped their career, and victoriously captured
them.
Where is the peril, now, compared to that ? Some
minds are agitated by f,'_reign alarms.
Happily for us, there
is no real danger from Europe; that country is engaged in
more arduous business: from that quarter there is no cause
of fear: you may sleep in safety forever for them.
Where is the danger ? If, sir, there was any, I would
recur to the American spirit to defend us ; that spirit which
has enabled us to surmount the greatest difficulties: to that
illustrious spirit I address my most fervent prayer to prevent
our adopting a system destructive to liberty.
Let not gentlemen be told that it is not safe to reieet this government.
Wherefore is it not safe ? We are told there are dangers,
but those dangers are ideal ; they cannot be demonstrated.
To encourage us to adopt it, they tell us that there is a plain_
easy way of getting amendments.
When I come t_.
t'ontemplate this part, I suppose that I am mad, or that my
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countrymen are so. The way to amendment is, in my conception, shut. Let us consider this plain, easy way. "The
Confess, whenever two thirds of both houses shall deem i.
necessary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, oz
on the application of the le_slatures of two thirds of the
several states, shall call a Convention for proposing amendments, whic:h, in either case, shall be valid to all intents and
purposes, as part of this Constitution, when ratified by the
legislatures of three fourths of the several states, or by the
Conventions in three fourths thereof, as the one or the other
mode of ratification may be proposed by the Congress.
Provided, that no amendment which may be made prior to
the year 1808, shall in any manner affect the 1st and _th
clauses in the 9th section of the 1st article; and that no
state, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal
suffrage in the Senate."
Hence it appears that three fourths of the states must
ultimately agree to any amendments that may be necessary.
Let us consider the consequence of this. However uncharitable it may appear, yet I must tell my opinionthat the
most unworthy characters may get into power, and prevent
the introduction of amendments.
Let us suppose m for the
case is supposable, possible, and probablethat you happen to deal those powers to unworthy hands; will they
relinquish powers already in their possession, or agree to
amendments ? Two thirds of the Congress, or of the state
legislatures, are necessary even to propose amendments,
h
one third of these be unworthy men, they may prevent the
application for amendments;
but what is destructive and
mischievous, is, that three fourths of the state legislatures,
or of the state conventions, must concur in the amendments
when proposed ! In such numerous bodies, there nmst necessarily be some designing, bad men.
To suppose that so
large a number as three fourths of the states will concur, is
to suppose that they will possess genius, intelligence, and
integrity, approaching to miraculous.
It would indeed be
miraculous that they should concur in the same amendments,
or even in such as would bear some likeness to one another ;
for four of the smallest states, that do n_t collectively contain one tenth part of the population of the United States,
may obstruct the most salutary and necessary amendments.
Nay, in these four states, six tenths of the people m_y reject
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these amendments ; and suppose that amendments shall be
opposed to amendments, which is highly probahle,--is it
possible that three fourths can ever agree to the same amendments? A bare majority in these four small states may
hinder the adoption of amendments ; so that we may fairly
and justly conclude that one twentieth part of the American
people may prevent the removal of the most grievous inconveniences and oppression, by refusing to accede to amend
ments.
A trifling minority may reject the most salutary
amendments.
Is this an easy mode of securing the public
liberty ? It is, sir, a most fearful situation, when the most
contemptible minority can prevent the alteration of the most
oppressive government ; for it may, in many respects, prove
to be such. Is this the spirit of republicanism ?
What, sir, is the genius of democracy? Let me read that
clause of the bill of rights of Virginia which relates .to this :
3d clause : -- that government is, or ought to be, instituted for
the common benefit, protection, and security of the people,
nation, or community. Of all the various modes and forms
of government, that is best, which is capable of producing
the greatest degree of happiness and safety, and is most effectually secured against the danger of mal-administration;
and that whenever any government shall be found inadequate,
or contrary to those purposes, a majority of the community
hath an indubitable, unalienable, and indefeasible right to
reform, alter, or abolish it, in such manner as shall be judged
most conducive to the public weal.
This, sir, is the language of democracy- that a majority
of the community have a right to alter government when
found to be oppressive. But how different is the genius of
your new Constitution from this! How different from the
sentiments of freemen, that a contemptible minority can
prevent the good of the majority!
If, then, gentlemen,
standing on this ground, are come to that point, that they
are willing to bind themselves and their posterity to be oppressed, I am amazed and inexpressibly astonished. If this
be the opinion of the majority, I must submit; but to me,
sir, it appears perilous and destructive. I cannot help thinking so. Perhaps it may be the result of my age. These may
% feelings natural to a m:_n of my years, when the
American spirit h:_s left him, and his mental powers, like
the members of the body, are decayed. If, sir, amendments
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are left to the twentieth,
or tenth part of the people nt
America, your liberty is gone forever.
We have heard that
there is a great deal of bribery practised in the House of
Commons, in England, and that many of the members raise
themselves to preferments by selling the rights of the whole
of the people.
But, sir, the tenth part of that body cannot
continue oppressions on the rest of the people.
English liberty is, in this case, on a firmer foundation than American
liberty. It will be easily contrived to procure the opposition
of one tenth of the people to any alteration, however .judicious. The honorable gentleman who presides told us that,
to prevent abuses in our government, we will assemble in
Convention, recall our delegated
powers, and punish our
servants for abusing the trust reposed in them.
O sir,
we should have fine times, indeed, it; to punish tyrants,
it were only sufficient to assemble the people ! Your arms,
wherewith you could deihnd yourselves, are gone ; and you
have no longer an aristocratical, no longer a democratical
spirit. Did you ever read of any revolution in a nation,
brought about by the punishment of those in power, inflicted
by those who had no power at all ? You read of a riot act
in a country which is called one.of the freest in the world,
where a few neighbors cannot assemble without the risk of
being shot by a hired soldiery, the engines of despotism.
We may see such an act in America.
A standing army we shall have, also, to execute the execrable commands of tyranny;
and how are you to punish
them?
Will you order them to be punished?
Who shall
obey these orders ? Will your mace-bearer be a match for a
disciplined regiment ? In what situation are we to be?
The elause before you gives a power of direct taxation, unbounded and unlimited, exclusive power of legislation, in all
cases whatsoever, for ten miles square, and over all places
purchased for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dockyards, &e. What resistance could be made?
The attempt
would be madness.
You will find all the strength of this
country in the hands of your enemies; their garrisons will
naturally be the strongest places in the country.
Your militia
is given up to Congress, also, in another part of this plan:
they will therefore act as they think proper: all power will
be in their own possession. You cannot force them to receive
their punishment : of wh'_t service would militia be to you.
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when, most probably, you will not have a singh" musket in
the state ? for, as arms are to be provided by Congress, they
may or may not furnish them.
I,et me here call your attention to that part which gives
the Congress power " to provide for organizing, arming, and
disciplining the militia, and for governing such part of them
as may be employed in tile service of the United States-reserving to-the states, respectively, the appointment of the
officers, and the authority of training the militia according
to the discipline prescribed by Congress."
By this, sir, you
see that their control over our last and best defence is unlimited.
If they neglect or refuse to discipline or arm our
militia, they will be useless: the states can do neither m
this power being exclusively given to Congress.
The power
of appointing officers over men not disciplined or armed is
ridiculous ; so that this pretended little remains of power left
to the states may, at the pleasure of Congress, be rendered
nugatory.
Our situation will be deplorable indeed : nor can
we ever expect to get this government amended, since 1
have already shown that a very small minority may prevent
it, and that small minority interested in the continuance of
the oppression.
Will the oppressor let go the oppressed?
Was there ever an instance ? Can the annals of mankind
exhibit one single example where rulers overcharged with
power willingly let go the oppressed, though solicited and
requested most earnestly ? The application tbr amendments
will therefore be fruitless.
Sometimes, the oppressed have
got loose by one of those bloody struggles that desolate a
country;
but a willing relinquishment
of power is one of
those things which human nature never was, nor ever will
be, capable of.
The honorable gentleman's
observations, respecting the
people's right of being the agen.ts in the formation of thl_
government, are not accurate, m my humble conception.
The distinction between a national government and a confederaey is not sufficiently discerned.
Had the delegates,
who were sent to Philadelphia, a power to propose a consolidated government instead of a confederacy ? Were they
"tot deputed by states, and not by the people ? The assent
of the people, in their collective capacity, is not necessary
to the formation of a t_deral government.
The people have
no right to enter into leagues, alli races, or confederations"
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they are not the proper agents for this purpose.
States and
foreign powers are the only proper agents for this kind of
government.
Show me au instance where the people have
exercised this business.
Has it not always gone through
the legislatures?
I refer you to the treaties with France,
Holland, and other nations.
How were they made ? Were.
they not made by the states ? Are the people, therefore, in
their aggregate capacity, the proper persons to tbrm a confederacy ? This, therefore, ought to depend on the consent
of the legislatures, the people having never sent delegates to
make any proposition for changing the government.
Yet I
must say, at the same time, that it was made on grounds the
most pure; and perhaps I might have been brought to consent to it so far as to the change of government.
But there
is one thing in it which I never would acquiesce in. I
mean, the changing it into a consolidated government, which
is so abhorrent to my mind.
[The honorable gentleman
then went on to the figure we make with foreign nations;
the contemptible one we make in France and Holland;
which, according to the substance of the notes, he attributes
to the present feeble government.]
An opinion has gone
forth, we find, that we are contemptible people: the time
has been when we were thought otherwise.
Under the
same despised government, we commanded the respect of
all Eorope:
wherefore are we now reckoned otherwise
The American spirit has fled from hence : it has gone to regions where it has never been expected ; it has gone to the
people of France, in search of a splendid government -- a
strong, energetic government.
Shall we imitate the example of those nations who have gone from a simple to a
splendid government?
Are those nations more worthy of
our imitation?
What can make an adequate satisfaction to
them for the loss they have suffered in attaining such a gove.rnment--for
the loss of their liberty ? If we admit this
eon_lidated government, it will be because we like a great,
splendid one.
Some way or other we must be a great and
might), empire; we must have an army, and a navy, and a
numher of things.
When the American spirit was in its
youth, the language of America was different: liberty, sir,
was then the primary object.
We are descended from a
people whose government was founded on liberty: our glo"lous forefathers of Great Britain made liberty the foundation
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of every thing. That country is become a great,, mighty,
and splendid nation; not because their gow._rnment_s strong
and energetic, but, sir, because liberty is its direct end
and Ibundation. We drew the spirit of liberty from our
British ancestors: by that spirit we have triumphed over
every difficulty. But now, sir, the American spirit, assisted
by the ropes and chains of consolidation, is about to convert
this country into a powerful and mighty empire. If you
make the citizens of this country agree to become the subjects of one great consolidated empirc of America, your
government will not have sufficient energy to keep them
together. Such a government is incompatible with the
genius of republicanism. There will be no checks, no real
balances, in this government. What can avail your specious,
imaginary balances, your rope-dancing, chain-rattling, ridiculous ideal checks and contrivances? But, sir, we are not
feared by foreigners; we do not make nations tremble.
Would tills constitute happiness, or secure liberty? I trust,
sir, out" political hemisphere will ever direct their operations
to the security of those objects.
Consider our situation, sir : go to the poor man, and ask
him what he does. He will inibrm you that he enjoys the
fruits of his labor, under his own fig-tree, with his wife and
children around him, in peace and security. Go to every
other member of society, _ you will find the same tranquil
ease and content; you will find no alarms or disturbances.
Why, then, tell us of danger, to terrify us into an adoption
of this r_ew form of government ? And yet who knows the
dauzers that this new system may produce ? They are out
of the sight of the common people: they cannot foresee
latent consequences. I dread the operation of it on the
middling and lower classes of people : it is for them I fear
the adoption of this system. I fear I tire the patience of
the committee; but I beg to be indulged with a few more
observations.
When I thus profess myself an advocate for
the liberty of the people, I shall be told I am a designing
man, that I am to be a great man, that I am to be a
demagogue ; and many similar illiberal insinuations will be
thrown out: but, sir, conscious rectitude outweighs tht,se
things with me. 1 see great jeopardy in this new governmerit. I see none from our present one. I hope some
gentleman or other will bring forth, in full array, those
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dangers, if there be any, that we may see and touch them.
I have said that I thought this a consolidated government :
! will now prove it. Will the great rights of the people be
secured by this government ? Suppose it should prove op
pressive, how can it be altered ? Our bill of rights declares,
" that a maiority of the community hath an indubitable,
unalienable, and indei_asible right to reibrm, alter, or abol
ish it, in such manner as shall be judged most conducive to
the public weal."
I have just proved that one tenth, or less, of the people of
Americama most despicable minority -- may prevent this reform or alteration.
Suppose the people of Virginia should
wish to alter their government;
can a majority of them do
it ? No ; because they are connected with other men, or, in
other words, consolidated with other states.
When the
people of Virginia, at a future day, shall wish to alter their
government, though they should be unanimous in this desire, yet they may be prevented therefrom by a despicable
minority at the extremity
of the United States.
The
founders of your own Constitution made your government
changeable:
but the power of changing it is gone from
you. Whither is it gone ? It is placed in the same hands
that hold the rights of twelve other states; and those who
hold those rights have right and power to keep them.
It
is not the particular government of Virginia: one of the
leading features of that government is, that a majority can
alter it, when necessary tbr the public good. This government is not a Virginian, but an American government.
Is
it not, therefore, a consolidated
government ? The sixth
clause of your bill of rights tells you, " that elections of
members to serve as representatives
of the people in
Assembly ought to be free, and that all men having
sufficient evidence of permanent common interest with,
and attachment
to, the community,
have the right of
su._'age, and cannot be razed, or deprived of their property for public uses, without their own consent, or that of
their representatives so elected, nor bound by any law to
which they have not in like manner assented for the public
good." But what does this Constitution say ? The clause
under consideration gives an unlimited and unbounded power
of taxation.
Suppose every delegate from Virginia opposes
a law laying a tax ; what will it avail ? They are opposed
by a m,j-rity;
eleven members can destroy their efforts"
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those feeble ten cannot prevent the passing the most oppressive tax law; so that, in direct opposition to the spirit
and expless language of your declaration of rights, you are
taxed, not by your own consent, but by people who have no
connection with you.
The next clause of the bill of rights tells you, " tha_ all
power of suspending law, or the execution of laws, by any
authority, without the consent of the representatives of the
people, is injurious to their rights, and ought not to be exercised."
This tells us that there can be no suspension of
overnment or laws wilhout our own consent;
yet this
onstitution can counteract and suspend any of our laws
that contravene its oppressive operation ; for they have the
power of direct taxation, which suspends our bill of rights ;
and it is expressly provided that they can make all laws
necessary for carrying their powers into execution ; and it
is declared paramount to the laws and constitutions of the
states.
Consider how the only remaining defence we have
left is destroyed in this manner.
Besides the expenses of
maintaining the Senate and other house in as much splendor
as they please, there is to be a great and mighty President,
with very extensive powers--the
powers of a king. He is
to be supported in extravagant magnificence; so that the
whole of our property may be taken by this American government, by laying what taxes they please, giving themselves what salaries they please, and suspending our laws at
their pleasure.
I might be thought too inquisitive, but I
believe I should take up very little of your time in enumerating the little power that is left to the government of Virginia; for this power is reduced to little or nothing: their
garrisons, magazines, arsenals, and forts, which will be situated in the strongest places within the states; their ten
miles square, with all the fine ornaments of human life,
added to their powers, and taken from the states, will reduce
the power of the latter to nothing.
The voice of tradition, I trust, will inform posterity of our
struggles for freedom. If our deseenda.ts be worthy the name
of Americans, they will preserve, and hand down to their
latest posterity, the transactions of the present times ; and,
though I confess my exclamations are not worth)' the hea_
rag, they will see that l have done my utmost to preserve
their liberty ; for I never will give up the power of direct ta:ation but for a scourge.
I am willing to give it condition-
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ally; that is, after non-compliance with requisitions.
I will
do more, sir, and what I hope will convince the most skeptical man that I am a lover of the American Union -- that, in
case Virginia shall not make punctual paymeut, the control
of our custom-houses, and the whole regulation of trade,
shall be given to Congress, and that Virginia shall depend on Congress even for passports, till Virginia shall
have paid the last farthing, and furnished the last soldier.
Nay, sir, there is another alternative to whi_'h I would consent ; -- even that they should strike us out of the Union, and
take away from us all federal privileges, till we comply with
federal requisitions:
but let it depend upon our own pleasure to pay our money in the most easy manner for our people. Were all the states, more terrible than the mother country, to join against us, I hope Virginia could defend herself;
bat, sir, the dissolution of the Union is most abhorrent to my
mind. The first thing I have at heart is American liberty : the
second thing is American union ; and I hope the people of
Virginia will endeavor to preserve that union. The increasing
population of the Southern States is far greater than that of
New England ; consequently, in a short time, they will be
far more numerous than the people of that country. Consider
this, and you will find this state more particularly interested
to support American liberty, and not bind our posterity by an
improvident relinquishment of our rights.
I would give the
best security tbr a punctual compliauce with requisitions ; but
I beseech gentlemen, at all hazards, not to give up this unlimited power of taxation.
The honorable gentleman has
told us that these powers, given to Congress, are accompanied by a judiciary which will correct all. Ou examination,
you will find this very judiciary oppressively constructed ; your
jury trial destroyed, and the judges dependent on Congress.
In this scheme of energetic government, the people will
find two sets of tax-gatherers_the
state and the federal
sheriffs. This, it seems to me, will produce such dreadfid
oppression as the people cannot possibly bear. The federal
sheriff may commit what oppression, make wh_t distresses, he
pleases, and ruin you with impunity ; for,how are you to tie his
hands ? Have you any sufficiently decided means of prevent"ng him from sucking your blood by speculations, commissions, and t_es ? Thus thousands of your people will tie most
shamefully robbed: our state sheriffs, those unfet,ling blood-
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su_.kers, have, under the watchful eye of our legislature, committed the most horrid and barbarous ravages on our people.
It has required the most constant vigilance of the legislature
to keep them from totally ruining the people;
a repeated
succession of laws has been made to suppress their iniquitous
s.peculations and cruel extortions; and as often has their nethrlous ingenuity devised methods of evading the force of those
laws: in the struggle they have generally triumphed ow.r the
legislature.
It is a fact that lands have been sold for five shillings,
which were worth one hundred pounds : if sheriffs, thus immediately under the eye of our state legislature and judiciary,
have dared to ('ommit these outrages, what would they not
have done if their masters had been at Philadelphia or N_'w
York? ]f they perpetrate the most unwarrantable outrage on
your person or property, you cannot get redress on this side
of Philadelphia or New York ; and how can you get it there
If your domestic avocations could permit you to go thither,
there you must appeal to judges sworn to support this Constitution, in opposition to that of any state, and who may also
be inclined to favor their own officers. When these harpies
are aided by excisemen, who may search, at any time, )our
houses, and most secret recesses, will the people bear it ?
If you think so, you differ fi'om me. Where I thought there
was a possihility of such misehiefs, I would grant power with
a niggardly hand ; and here there is a strong probahility theft
these oppressions shall actually happen.
] may be told that
it is safe to err on that side, because such regulations may be
made by Congress as shall restrain these officers, and because
laws are made by our representatives, and judged by righteous judges:
but, sir, as these regulations may be made, so
they may not ; and many reasons there are to induce a belief that they will not. I shall therefore be an infidel on that
point till the day of my death.
This Constitution is said to have beautiful features; but
when [ ('ome to examine these features, sir, they appear to
me horribly frightful.
Among other deformities, it has an
awful squinting ; it squints towards monarchy ; and does not
this raise indignation in the breast of every true American ?
Your President may easily become king. Your Senate is
so imperfectly constructed that your dearest rights may be
sacrificed by what may be a small minority; and a vely small
minority may continue fi)rever unchangeably this govm nment.
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although horridly defective.
Where are your checks in this
government ? Your strongholds will be in the hands oi
)'our eneanes.
It is on a supposition that your Americat
governors shall be honest, that all the good qualities of this
government are founded;
but its del_ctive and iu_perfect
construction puts it in their power to perpetrate the worst of
mischiefs, should they be bad men ; and, sir, would not all
the world, from the eastern to the western hemisl)here , blame
our distracted folly in resting our rights upon the contingency
of our rulers being good or bad?
Show me that age and
country where the rights and liberties of the people were
placed on the sole chance of their rulers being good men,
without a consequent loss of liberty ! I say that the loss of
that dearest privilege has ever followed, with absolute certainty, every such mad attempt.
If your American chief be a man of ambition and abilities,
how easy is it for him to render himself absolute!
The army
is in his hands, and if he be a man of address, it will be
attached to him, and it will be the subject of long meditation
with him to seize the first auspicious moment to accomplish
his design; and, sir, will the American spirit solely relieve
you when this happens ? I would rather infinitely _ and I
am sure most of this Convention are of the same opinion
have a king, lords, and commons, than a government so
replete with such insupportable evils. If we make a king,
we may prescribe the rules by which he shall rule his people,
and interpose such checks as shall prevent him from infringing them; but the President, in the field, at the head of his
army, can prescribe the terms on which he shall reign master, so far that it will puzzle any American ever to get his
neck from under the galling yoke.
I cannot with patience
think of this idea.
If ever he violates the laws, one of two
things will happen : he will come at the head of his army,
to carry every thing before him; or he will give bail, or
do what Mr. Chief Justice will order him.
If he be
guilty, will not the recollection of his crimes teach him to
make one bold push for the American throne ? Will not the
immense difference between beinz master of every thing,
and being ignominiously tried and-punished, powerfully excite him to make this bold push?
But, sir, where is the
existing force to punish him ? Can he not, at the head of
nis army, beat down every opposition ? Away with your
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President ! we shall have a king : the army will salute him
monarch: your militia will leave you, and assist in making
him king, and fight against you : and what have you to oppose this force ? What will then become of you and your
rights ? Will not absolute despotism ensue ?
[Here Mr. ttENRY stronglyand patheticallyexpatiatedon the pr_Jbabilityof the President's enslavingAmerica, and the horrid consequences
that must result.]
What can be more defective than the clause concerning
the elections ? The control given to Congress over the time,
place, and manner of holding elections, will totally destroy
the end of suffrage.
The elections may be held at one
place, and the most inconvenient in the state; or they may
be at remote distances from those who have a right of suf
frage: hence nine out of ten must either not vote at all, or
vote for strangers;
for the most influential characters will
be applied to, to know who are the most proper to be
chosen. I repeat, that the control of Congress over the manner, &t:., of electing, well warrants this idea. The natural
consequence will be, that this democratic branch will possess none of the public confidence; the people will be prejudiced against representatives
chosen in such an injudicious
manner.
The proceedings in the northern conclave will be
hidden from the yeomanry of this country.
We are told that
the yeas and nays shall be taken, and entered on the journals.
This, sir, will avail nothing: it may be locked up in
their chests, and concealed lbrever from the people ; tbr they
are not to publish what parts they think require secrecy:
they may think, and will think, the whole requires it. Another beautiful feature of this Constitution is, the publication
from time to time of the receipts and expenditures of the
public money.
This expression,from
time to time, is very indefinite and
indeterminate:
it may extend to a century.
Grant that
any.of
them are wicked; they may squander the public
money so as to ruin you, and yet this expression will give
you no redress.
1 say they may ruin you ; for where, sir, is
the responsibility?
The yeas and nays will show you
nothing, unless they be fools as well as knaves; for, after
having wickedly trampled on the rights of the people, they
would act like fools indeed, were they to publish and dl,'ulge
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their iniquity, when they have it equally in their power to
suppress and conceal it. Where is the responsibility--that
leading principle in the British government ? In that government, a punishment certain and inevitable is provided;
but in this, there is no real, actual punishment for the grossest real-administration.
They may go without punishment,
though the)' commit the most outrageous violation on our
immunities.
That paper may tell me they will be punished.
I ask, By what law ? They must make the law, for there
is no existing law to do it. What! will they make a law to
punish themselves ?
This, sir, is my great objection ta the Constitution, that
t_lere is no true responsibility mand that the preservation
of our liberty depends on the single chance of men being virtuous enough to make laws to punish themselves.
In the country fi'om which we are deseeuded, they have
real and not imaginary responsibility;
for their mal-administration has cost their heads to some of the most saucy
geniuses that ever were.
The Senate, by making treaties,
may destroy your liberty and laws for want of responsibility.
Two thirds of those that shall happen to be present, can,
with the President, make treaties that shall be the supreme
law of the land ; they may make the most ruinous treaties ;
and yet there is no punishment for them.
Whoever shows
me a punishment provided for them will oblige me.
So, sir,
notwithstanding
there are eight pillars, they want another.
Where will they make another?
I trust, sir, the exclusion
of the evils wherewith this system is replete in its present
form, will be made a condition precedent to its adoption by
this or any other state.
The transition, from a general unqualified admission to offices, to a consolidation of government, seems easy; for, though the American states are dissimilar in their stru,-ture, this will assimilate them.
This,
sir, is itself a strong consolidating tbature, and is not one of
the least dangerous in that system.
Nine states are sufficient to establish this government over those nine.
Imagine
that nine have come into it. Virginia has certain scruples.
Suppose she will, eor_sequently, refuse to join with those
states; may not she still continue in friendship and union
with them ? if she sends her annual requisitions in dollars,
do you think their stomachs will be so squeamish as to
refilse her dollars ? Will they not accept her regiments "_
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They would intimidate you int,_ an inconsiderate adoption,
and fiighten you with ideal evils, and that the Union shall
be dissolved.
_Tis a bugbear, sir: the thct is, sir, that the
eight adopting states can hardly stand on their own legs.
Public ihme tells us that the adopting states have already
heart-burnings
and animosity, and repent their precipitate
hurry: this, sir, may occasion exceeding great mischief.
When [ reflect on these and many other circumstances, ]
must think those states will be found to be in confederacy
with us. If we pay our quota of money annually, and furnish our ratable number of men, when necessary, I can s,ee
no danger from a rejection.
The history of Switzerland clearly proves that we might
be in amicable alliance with those states without adopting
this Constitution.
Switzerland
is a confederacy, consisting
of dissimilar governments.
This is an example which proves
that governments of dissimilar structures may be confederated.
That confederate republic has stood upwards of
tbur hundred years; and, although several of the individual
republics are democratic, and the rest aristocratic, no evil
has resulted from this dissimilarity ; for they have braved all
the power of France and Germany during that long period.
The Swiss spirit, sir, has kept them together; they have
encountered and overcome immense difficulties with patience
and fortitude.
In the vicinity of powerful and ambitious
monarchs, they have retained their independence, republican
simplicity, and valor.
[Here he makes a comparison of the
people of that country and those of France, and makes a
quotation from Addison illustrating the subject.]
Look at
the peasants of that country and of France ; and mark the
difference.
You will find the condition of the former far
more desirable and comfortable.
No matter whether the
people be great, splendid, and powerful, if they enjoy freedom. The Turkish Grand Signior, alongside of our President, would put us to disgrace; but we should be as abundantly consoled for this disgrace, when our citizens have been
put in contrast with the Turkish slave.
The most valuable
end of government is the liberty of the inhabitants.
No
possible advantages can compensate for the loss of this privilege
Show me the reason why the American Union is to
be dissolved.
Who are those eight adopting states ? Are
they averse to give us a little time to consider, before we
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conclude ? Would such a disposition render a junction with
them eligible ; or is it the genius of that kind of government
to precipitate people hastily into measures of the utmost importance, and grant no indulgence ? If it be, sir, is it for us
to accede to such a government ? We have a right to have
time to consider ; we shall therefore insist upon it. Unless
the government be amended, we can never accept it. The
adopting states will doubtless accept our money and our
regiments; and what is to be the consequence, if we are
disunited ? I believe it is yet doubtful, whether it is not
proper to stand by a while, and see the effect of its adoption
in other states.
In forming a government, the utmost care
should be taken to prevent its becoming oppressive;
and
this government is of such an intricate
and complicated
nature, that no man oil this earth can know its real operation. The other states have no reason to think, from the
antecedent conduct of Virginia, that she has any intention
of seceding from the Union, or of being less active to support
the general welfare.
Would they not, therefore, acquiesce
in our taking time to deliberate mdeliberate
whether the
measure be not perilous, not only for us, but the adopting
states ?
Permit me, sir, to say, that a great majority of the people,
even in the adopting states, are averse to this government.
1
believe I would be right to say, that they have been egregiously misled.
Pennsylvania has,perhaps, been tricked into
it. If the other states who have adopted it have not been
tricked, still they were too much hurried into its adoption.
There were very respectable minorities in several of them;
and if reports be true, a clear maiority of the people are
averse to It. If we also accede, and it should prove grievous, the peace and prosperity of our country, which we all
love, will be destroyed.
This government has not the affection of the people at present.
Should it be oppressive, their
affections will be totally estranged from it; and, sir, you
know that a government, without their affections, can neither
be durable nor happy.
I speak as one poor individual ; but
when I speak, I speak the language of thousands.
But, sir,
1 mean not to breathe the spirit, nor utter the language, of
secession.
I have trespassed so long on your patience, I am really
concerned that I have something yet to say. The honora-
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hie member has said, we shall be properly represented.
Remember, sir, that the numlzer of our representatives is
but ten, whereof six is a majority. Will those men be possessed of sufficientinformation? A particularknowledge of
particular districts will not suffice. They must be well acquainted with agriculture, commerce, and a great variety of
other matters throughout the continent; they must know
not only the actual state of nations in Europe and America,
the situations of their farmers, cottagers, and mechanics, but
also the relative situations and intercourse of those nations.
Virginia is as large as England. Our proportion of representatives is but ten men. In England they have five hundred
and fifty-eight. The House of Commons, in England, numerous as they are, we are told, are bribed, and have bartered
away the rights of their constituents: what, then, shall become of us ? Will these few protect our rights ? Will they
be incorruptible ? You _y they will be better men than the
English commoners. I say they will be infinitely worse
men, because they are to be chosen blindfolded : their election (the term, as applied to their appointment, is inaccurate)
will be an involuntary nomination, and not a choice.
I have, I fear, fatigued the committee; yet I have not
said the one hundred thousandth part of what I have on my
mind, and wish to impart. On this occasion, I conceived
myself bound to attend strictly to the interest of the state,
and I thought her dearest rights at stake. Having lived so
hmgmbeen so much honored mmy efforts, though small,
are. due to my country. I have found my mind hurried on,
from subject to subject, on this very great occasion. We
have been all out of order, from the gentleman who opened
to-day to myself. I did not come prepared to speak, on so
muhifarious a subject, in so general a manner. I trust you
will indulge me another time. Before you abandon the
present system, I hope you will consider not only its defects,
most maturely, but likewise those of that which you are to
substitute for it. May you he fillly apprized of the dangers
,ff the latter, not by fatal experience, but by some abler
advocate than I !
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, if we go on in this
irregular manner, eontrary to our resolution, instead of three
or six weeks, it will take us six months to decide this ques:m_. I shall endeavor to make the commi_ee sensible of
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the necessity of establishing a national government.
[n the
course of my argument, I shall show the inefficacy of the
Confederation.
It is too late to enter into the subject now,
but I shall take the first opportunity for that purpose.
[
mention this to show that I had not answered him fully, nor
ill a general way, yesterday.
Fa_DAY, June 16, 17S8,

The Convention, according to the order of the day, agaiu
resolved itself into a committee of the whole Convention,
to take into further consideration the proposed plan of government.
Mr. Wythe in the chair.
[The 1st and 2d sections still under consideration.]
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, I am a child of the
revolution.
My country, very early indeed, took me under
its protection, at a time when I most wanted it, and, by a
succession of favors and honors, gratified even my most
ardent wishes.
I feel the highest gratitude and attachment
to my country ; her felicity is the most fervent prayer of my
heart.
Conscious of having exerted my faculties to the
utmost in her behalf, if I have not succeeded in securing the
esteem of my countrymen, I shall reap abundant consolation
from the rectitude of my intentions : honors, when compared
to the satisfaction accruing from a conscious independence
and rectitude of conduct, are no equivalent.
The unwearied study of my life shall be to promote her happiness.
As
a citizen, ambition and popularity are no objects with me.
I expect, in the course of a year, to retire to that private
sta6on which I most sincerely and cordially prefer to all
olhers.
The security of public justice, sir, is what I most
fervently wish, as I consider that object to be the primary
step to the attainment of public happiness.
I can declare to
the whole world, that, in the part I take in this very important question, I am actuated by a regard tbr what I conceive
to be our true interest.
I can also, with equal sincerity, declare that I would join heart and hand in reiecting this system, did I not conceive it would promote our happiness ; but,
having a strong conviction on my mind, at this time, that by
a disunion we shall throw away all those blessings we have
so earnestly fought fi)r, and that a reiecfion of the Constitution will operate disunion, pardon me if I discharge the obligation [ owe to my country, by voting for its adc,ption. We
are told that the report of dangers is false. The cry of
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peace, sir, is false: say peace, when there is peace; it is
but a sudden calm.
The tempest growls over you: look
round m wheresoever you look, you see danger.
Where
there are so many witnesses in many parts of America, that
justice is suffocated, shall peace and happiness still be said
to reign ? Candor, sir, requires an undisguised representation of our situation.
Candor, sir, demands a faiththl exposition of facts.
Many citizens have found justice strangled
and trampled under foot, through the course of jurisprudence
in this country.
Are those who have debts due to them satisfied with your government ? Are not creditors wearied
with the tedious procrastination of your legal process ma
process obscured by legislative mists ? Cast )'our eyes to
your seaports ; see how commerce languishes. This country,
st) blessed, by nature, with evel'y advantage that can render
commerce profitable, through dei_ctive legislation is deprived
of all the benefits and emoluments she might otherwise reap
from it. We hear many complaints on the subject of located
lands; a variety of competitors claiming the same lands
under legislative acts, pu[flic faith prostrated, and private
confidence destroyed.
I ask you if your laws are reverenced.
In every well-regulated
community, the laws command respect.
Are yours entitled to reverence ? We not
only see violations of the constitution, but of national principles in repeated instances.
How is the fact ? The history
of the violations of the constitution extends from the year
1776 to this present time m violations made by fortnal acts
of the legislature : every thing has been drawn within the
legislative vortex.
There is one example of this violation in Virginia, of a
most striking and shocking nature m an example so horrid,
that, if I conceived my country would passively permit a
repetition of it, dear as it is to me, I would seek means of
expatriating myself from it. A man, who was then a citizen,
was deprived of his life thus: from a mere reliance on
general reports, a gentleman in the House of Delegates intbrmed the house, that a certain man (Josiah Philips) had
committed several crimes, and was running at large, perpetrating other crimes.
He therefore moved for leave to attaint
him ; he obtained that leave instantly ; no sooner did he obtain it, than he drew from his pocket a bill ready written for
that effect ; it was read three times in one day, and carried to
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the Senate.
I will not say that it passed the same day
through the Senate ; btJt he was attainted very speedily and
precipitately, without any proof better than vague .eports.
Without being confronted with his accusers and witnesses,
without the privilege of calling for evidence in his behalf, he
was sentenced to death, and was afterwards actually executed.
Was this arbitrary deprivation of life, the dearest gift of God
to man, consistent with the genius of a republican governmerit ? Is this compatible with the spirit of freedom?
This, sir, has made the deepest impression oil my heart, and
I cannot contemplate it without horror.
There are still, a
muhiplicity of complaints of the debility of the laws.
Justice, in many instances, is so unSttainable that commerce
may, in fact, be said to be stopped entirely.
There is no
peace, sir, in this land.
Can peace exist with injustice,
licentiousness, insecurity, and oppression ? These considerations, independent of many others which I have not yet
enumerated, would be a sufficient reason for the adoption of
this Constitution, because it secures the liberty of the citizen, his person and property, and will invigorate and restore
commerce and industry.
An additional reason to induce us
•.o adopt it is that excessive licentiousness which has resulted from the relaxation of our laws, and which will be
checked by this government.
Let us judge from the fate
of more ancient nations: licentiousness has produced tyranny among many of them : it has contributed as much (if not
more) as any other cause whatsoever to the loss of their
liberties,
l have respect for the integrity of our legislatures ;
I believe them to be virtuous ; but as long as the defects of
the Constitution exist, so long will laws be imperfect.
The honorable gentleman went on further, and said that
the accession of eight states is not a reason for our adoption.
Many other things have been alleged out of order ; instead
of discussin_ the system regularly, a variety of points are
promiscuously debated, in order to make temporary impression on the members.
Sir, were I convinced of the validity
of their arguments, I would join them heart and hand. Were
[ convinced that the accession of eight states did not render
our accession also necessary to preserve the Union, I would
not accede to it till it should be previously amended;
but,
sir, I am convinced that the Union will be lost by our rqiection. Massachusetts has adopted it ; she has recommended
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subsequent amendments;
her influence must be very considerable to obtain them.
I trust my countrymen have sufficient wisdom and virtue to entitle them to equal respect.
Is it urged that, being wiser, we ought to prescribe
amendments to the other states?
I have considered this
subject deliberately;
wearied myself in endeavoring to find
a possibility of preserving the Union, without our unconditional ratification; but, sir, in vain; I find no other means.
I ask myself a variety of questions applicable to the adopting states, aud I conclude, Will they repent of what they
have done ? Will they acknowledge themselves in an error ?
Or will they recede, to gratify Virginia ? My prediction is,
that they will not. Shrill we stand by ourselves, and be
severed from the Union, if amendments cannot be had ? 1
have every reason for determining within myself that our
rejection must dissolve the Union; and that that dissolution
will destroy our political happiness.
The honorable gentlemall was pleased to draw out several other arguments out of
order,--that
this government would destroy the state governments, the trial by jury, &c. &c.,--and
concluded by
an illustration of his opinion by a reference to the confedcracy of the Swiss.
Let us argue with unprejudiced minds.
They say that the trial by jury is gone.
Is this so? Although I have declared my determination
to give my vote
for it, yet I shall freely censure those parts which appear to
me reprehensible.
The trial by jury in criminal cases is secured; in civil
cases it is not so expressly secured as I should wish it; but
it does not follow that Congress has the power of taking
away this privilege, which is secured by the constitution of
each state, and not given away by this Constitution.
I have
no fear on this subject.
Congress must regulate it so as to
suit every state.
I will risk my property on the certainty
that they will institute the trial by jury in such manner as
shall accommodate the conveniences of the inhabitants
in
every state.
The difficulty of ascertaining this accommodation was the principal cause of its not being provided for. It
will be the interest of the individuals composing Congress to
put it on this convenient footing.
Shall we not choose men
respectable tbr their good quali6es ? Or can we suppose that
men tainted with lhe worst vices will get into Congress ? 1
beg leave to differ fi'om the honorable gentleman in anothe
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point. He dreads that great inconveniences will ensue from
the federal court ; that our citizens will be harassed by being
carried thither.
I cannot think that this power of the fed
ral judiciary will necessarily be abused; the inconvenience
here suggested being of a general nature, affecting most of
the states, will, by general consent of the states, be removed.
and, I trust, such regulations shall be made in this case as
will accommodate the people in every state.
The honorable
gentleman instanced the Swiss cantons, as an example, to
show us the possibility, if not expediency, of being ill amicable alliance with the other states, without adopting this
system.
Sir, references to history will be fatal in political
reasons unless well guarded.
Our mental ability is often
so contracted, and powers of investigation so limited, that
sometimes we adduce as an example in our favor what in
fact militates against us. Examine the situation of that
country comparatively to us : the extent and situation of that
country is totally different from ours; their country is surrounded by powerful, ambitious, and reciprocally jealous
nations ; their territory small, and soil not very fertile.
The
peculiarity, sir, of their situation, has kept them together,
and not that system of alliance to which the gentleman
seems to attribute the durability and felicity of their connection.
[Here his excellencyquoted somepassages from Stanyard, illustrating
his argument, and largely commented upon it; the effect of which was,
that the narrow confines of that country rendered it very possible for a
systemof confederacyto accommodatethose cantons, that would not suit
the U,fited States; that it was the fear of the ambitious and warlike
nations that s,_rroundedthem, and the reciprocal jealousy of the other
European powers,th:Ltrenderedtheir umon so desirable; and that, notwithstandingthese circumstances,and their being a hardy race of people,
yet such was the injudicious construction of the,r confederacy,that very
considerablebroils interrupted their harmony sometimes.]
His excellency then continued : I have produced this ex
ample to show that we ought not to be amused with the
historical references which have no kind of analogy to the
points under our consideration.
We ought to confine ourselves to those points, solely, which have an immediate and
strict similitude to the subject of our discussion.
The reference made by the honorable gentleman over the way is
extremely inapplicable to us. Are the Swiss cantons circumstanced a_ we are?
Are we surrounded by formidable
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nations?
Or are we situated in any manner like them?
i,Ve are not, sir. Then it naturally results, that no such
friendly intercourse as he flattered himself with could take
place, in a case of a dissolution of our union.
We are remotely situated from powerful nations, the dread of whose
attack might impel us to unite firmly with one another; nor
are we situated in an inaccessibly strong position ; we have
to fear much from one another.
We must soon feel the fatal
effects of an imperfect system of union.
The honorable
gentleman attacks the Constitution, as he thinks it is contrary to our bill of rights.
Do we not appeal to the people,
by whose authority all government is made ? That bill of
rights is of no validity, because, I conceive, it is not formed
on due authority.
It is not a part of our Constitution;
it
has never secured us against any danger; it has been repeatedly disregarded and violated.
But we must not discard
tim Confederation, for the remembrance of its past services.
I am attached to old servants. I have regard and tenderness
for this old servant; but when reason tells us, that it can
no longer be retained without throwing away all that it has
gained us, and running the risk of losing every thing dear to
us, must we still continue our attachment ? Reason and my
duty tell me not. Other gentlemen may think otherwise.
But, sir, is it not possible that men may differ ill sentiments, and still be honest ? We have an inquisition within
ourselves, that leads us not to offend so nmch against charity.
The gentleman expresses a necessity of being suspicious of
those who govern.
I will agree with him in the necessity
of political jealousy to a certain extent; but we ought to
examine how far this political jealousy ought to be carried.
I confess that a certain degree of it is highly necessary to
the preservation of liberty ; but it ought not to be extended
to a degree which is degrading and humiliating to human
nature ; to a degree of resdessness, and active disquietude,
sufficient to disturb a community, or preclude the possibility
of political happiness and contentment.
Confidence ought
also to be equally limited.
Wisdom shrinks from extremes,
and fixes on a medium as her choice.
Experience and history, the least fallible judges, teach us that, in forming a
goveinment, the powers to be given must be commensurate
to the object.
A less degree will defeat the intention, and
a greater will subject the people to the depravity of rulers,
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who, though they are but the agents of the peop.le, pervert
their powers to their emoluments and ambitious views.
Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to be obliged to detain the
house; but the relation of a variety of matters renders it
now unavoidable.
I informed the house yesterday, before
rising, that 1 intended to show the necessity of having a national government in preference to the Confederation ; also
to show the necessity of conceding the power of taxation,
and distinguishing between its objects ; and I am the more
happy that I possess materials of information tbr that purpose. My intention, then, is to satisfy the gentlemen of
this committee that a national government is absolutely indispensable, and that a confederacy is not eligible, in our
present situation: the introductory step to this will be, to
endeavor to convince the house of the necessity of the Union,
and that the present Confederation
is actually itiadequate
and unamendable.
The extent of the country is objected,
by the gentleman over the way, as an insurmountable
obstacle to the establishing
a national government
in the
United States.
It is a very strange and inconsistent doctrine, to admit the necessity of the Union, and yet urge this
last objection, which I think goes radically to the existence
of the Union itself.
If the extent of the country be a conclusive argument against a national government, it is equally
so against a union with the other states.
Instead of entering largely into a discussion of the nature and effect of
the different kinds of government, or into an inquiry into
the particular extent of country that may suit the genius of
this or that government,
I ask this question--Is
this government necessary for the safety of Virginia ? Is the umon
indispensable for our happiness ? I confess it is imprudent
for any nation to form alliance with another whose situalion and construction of government are dissimilar to its
own.
It is impolitic and improper for men of opulence to
join their interest with men of indigence and chance.
But
wa are now inquiring particularly whether Virginia, as contradistinguished from the other states, can exist without the
union--a
hard question, perhaps, after what has been said.
1 will venture, however, to say, she cannot.
I shall not
rest contented with asserting--I
shall endeavor to prove.
|,ook at the most powerful nations on earth.
England
r.rtd France have had recourse to this expedient.
"l'ho._e
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countries found it necessary to unite with their immediate
neighbors, and this union has prevented the most lamentable
mischiefs.
What divine prei_minence is Virginia possessed
of at_ve other states ? Can Virginia send her navy and
thunder to bid defiance to foreign nations ? And can she
exist without a union with her neighbors, when the most
potent nations have found such a union necessary, not only
to their political felicity, but their national existence ? Let
us examine her ability.
Although it be impossible to determine with accuracy what degree of internal strength a
nation ought to possess to enable it to stand by itself, yet
there are certain sure facts and circumstances which demonstrate that a particular nation cannot stand singly.
I have
spoken with freedom, and I trust I have done it with decency; but I must also speak the truth.
If Virginia can
exist without the union, she must derive that ability from
one or other of these sources, m viz., from her natural situation, or because she has no reason to fear from other nations.
What is her situation ? She is not inaccessible:
she is not
a petty n'public, like that of St. Marino, surrounded
by
rocks and mountains, with a soil not very fertile, nor worthy
the envy of surrounding nations.
Were this, sir, her situation, she might, like that petty state, subsist separated from
all the world.
On the contrary, she is very accessible: the
large, capacious Bay of Chesapeake, which is but too excellently adapted for the admission of enemies, renders her
very vulnerable.
I am informed--and
I believe rightly, because I derive
my information from those whose knowledge is most respectablethat Virginia is in a very unhappy position with
respect to the access of foes by sea, though happily situated
for commerce.
This being her situation by sea, let us look
at land.
She has frontiers adjoining the states of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and North Carolina.
Two of those states
have declared themselves members of the Union : will she
be inaccessible to the inhabitants
of those states ? Cast
your' eyes to the western country, that is inhabited by cruel
sava.ges, your natural enemies.
Besides their natural propenslty to barbarity, they may be excited, by the gold of
foreign enemies, to commit the most horrid ravages on your
people.
Our greatly-increasing
population is one remedy
to this evil; but being scattered thinly over so extensive a
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country, how difficult is it to coh_ct their strength, or defend
the country ! This is one point of weakness.
I wish, for
the honor of my countrymen, that it was the only one.
There is another circumstance which renders us more vulnerable.
Are we not weakened by the population of those
whom we hold in slavery ? The day may come when they
may make impression upon us. Gentlemen who have been
long accustomed to the contemplation of the subject, think
there is a cause of alarm in this case: the number of
those people, compared to that of the whites, is an immense
proportion:
their number amounts to 236,000--that
of
the whites only to 352,000.
Will the American spirit, so
much spoken of, repel an invading enemy, or enable you to
obtain an advantageous peace ? Manufactures and military
stores may afford relief to a country exposed:
have we
these at present?
Attempts have been made to have these
here. If we shall be separated from the Union, shall our
chance of having these be greater ?-- or will not the want
of these be more deplorable ?
We shall be told of the exertions of Virginia under the
Confederation--her
achievements when she had no commerce. These, sir, were necessary for her immediate safety ;
nor would these have availed without the aid of the other
states. Those states, then our friends, brothers, and supporters, will, if disunited from us, be our bitterest enemies.
If,
then, sir, Virginia, from her situation, is not inaccessible or
invulnerable, let us consider if she be protected by having no
cause to fear fl'om other nations.
Has she no cause to fear?
You will have cause to fear, as a nation, if disunited ; you
will not only have this cause to f_ar from yourselves, fi'om
that species of population I before mentioned, and tyour once
sister states, but from the arms of other nations,
nave you
no cause of fear from Spain, whose dominions border on your
country ? Every nation, every people, in our circumstances,
have already had abundant cause to fear. Let us see the
danger to be apprehended from France. Let us suppose Virginia separated from the other states; as part of the former
confederated states, she will owe France a very considerable
sum. Will France be as magnanimous as ever ? France, by
the law of nations, will have a right to demand the whole of
her, or of the others.
If France were to demand it, what
would become of the property of America ? Could she not
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destroy what little commerce we have ? Could she not seize
our ships, and carry havoc and destruction before her on our
shores ? The most lamentable desolation would take place.
We owe a debt to Spain also : do we expect indulgence from
that quarter ? That nation has a right to demand the debt
due to it, and power to enfbrce that right. Will the Dutch
be silent about tile debt due to them ? Is there any one who
pretends that an3 of these nations will be patient ? The
debts due the British are also very considerable ; these dcbt:_
[lave been withheld contrary to treaty: if Gre_t Britain wilt
demand the payment of these debts peremptorily, what will
be the consequence ? Can we pay them if demand_d ?
Will no danger result fi'om a refusal ? Will the British nation suffer their subjects to be stripped of their property?
Is not that nation amply able to do her subjects
justice ? Will the resentment of that puwerfid and supercilious nation sleep forever ? If we become one sole nation,
uniting with our sister states, our means of defence will be
greater ; the indulgence for the payment of those debts will
be greater, and the danger of an attack less probable. Moreover, va._t quantities of lands have been sold by citizens of
this country to Europeans, and these lands cannot be found.
Will this fraud be countenanced or endured?
Among so
many causes of danger, shall we be secure, separated from
our sister states ? Weakness itself, sir, will invite some
attack upon your country.
Contemplate our situation deliberately, and consuh history ; it will inform you that people in
our circumstances have ever been attacked, and successfully :
open ally page, and you will there find our danger truly deeted.
If such a people had any thing, was it not taken ?
he fate which will befall us, I fear, sir, will be, that we shall
be made a partition of. How will these our troubles be removed ? Can we have any dependence on commerce ? Can
w[; make any computation on this subject ? Where will our
flag appear?
So high is the spirit of commercial nations,
that they will spend five times the value of the object, to exclude their rivals from a participation in commercial profits ;
they seldom regard any expenses.
If we should be divided
from the rest of the states, upon what footing would our navigation in the Mississippi be ? What would be the probable
conduct of France and Spain ? Every gentleman may imagine, in his own mind, the natural consequences.
To these
considerations I might add many others of a similar natore
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Were I to say that the boundary between us and North
Carolina is not yet settled, I should be told that Virginia and
that state go together.
But what, sir, will be the consequence of the dispute that may arise between us and Maryland, on the sut!ject of Potomac River ? It is thought Vir
g.inia has a right to an equal navigation with them in thal
river. If ever it should be decided on grounds of prior right,
their charter will inevitably determine it in their t)vor. The
country called the Northern Neck will probably be severed
from Virginia: there is not a doubt but the inhabiumts of
that part will annex themselves to Maryland, if Virginia refiJse i.) accede to the Union.
The recent example of those
regulations lately made respecting that territory will illustrate
that probability.
Virginia will also be in danger of a conflit't
with Pennsylvania, on the subject of boundaries.
I know
that some gentlemen are thoroughly persuaded that we have
a right to those disputed boundaries : if we have such a right,
I know not where it is to be found.
Are we not borderers on states that will be separated fi'om
us ? Call to mind the history of every part of the world,
where nations bordered on one another, and consider the consequences of our separation fi'om the Union.
Peruse those
histories, and yon find such countries to have ever been almost
a perpetual scene of bloodshed and slaughter _ the inhabitants of one escaping from punishment into the othcr_
protection given them -- consequent pursuit-- robbery, cruelty,
and murder.
A numerous standing army, that dangerous expedient, would be necessary, but not sufficient, for the defence of such borders.
Every gentleman will amplify the
scene in his own mind.
If you wish to know the extent of such a scene, look at
the history of England and Scotland before the union; you
will see their borderers continually committing depredations.
and cruelties of the most calamitous and deplorable nature,
on one another.
Mr. Chairman, were we struck off from
the Union, and disputes of the back lands should be renewed,
which are of the most alarming nature, and which must produce uncommon mischiefs, can you inform me how this great
subject would be settled ? Virginia has a large, unsettled
country; she has at last quieted it. But there are great
doubts whether she has taken the best way to effect it. If
she has not, disagreeable consequences may ensue.
I have
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t_irted at some other causes of quarrel between the
other states and us; particularly the hatred that would be
generated by commercial competitions. I will only add, on
that subject, that controversies may arise concerning the
fisheries, which may terminate in wars. Paper money may
also be an additional source of disputes. Rhode Island has
been in one continued train of opposition to national duties
and integrity; they have defrauded their creditors by their
paper money. Other states have also had emissions o1"paper
money, to the ruin of credit and commerce. May not Virnia, at a future day, also recur to the same expedient ?
as Virginia no affection tbr paper money, or disposition to
violate contracts ? I fear she is as ibnd of these measures
as most other states in the Union. The inhabitants of the
adjacent states would be affected by the depreciatiov of
paper money, which would assuredly produce a dispute with
those states. This danger is taken away by the present
Constitution, as it provides "that no state shall emit bills of
credit." Maryland has counteracted the policy of this state
frequently, and may be meditating examples of this kind again.
Betbre the revolution, there was a contest about those back
lands, in which even government was a party ; it was put an
end to by the war. Pennsylvania was ready to enter into a
war with us, for the disputed lands near the boundaries,
and nothing but the superior prudence of the man who was
at the head of affairs in Virginia could have prevented it.
I beg leave to remind you of the strength of Massachusetts and other states to the north; and what would their
conduct be to us, if disunited fi'om them ? In case of a conflict between us and Maryland, or Pennsylvania, they would
be aided by the whole strength of the more northern states ;
in short, by that of the adopting states. For these reasons,
I conceive that, if Virginia supposes she has no cause of apprehension, she will find herself in a fatal error.
Suppose the American spirit in the fullest vigor in Virginia; what military preparations and exertions is she capahle
of making ? The other states have upwards of 530,000 men
capable of bearing arms: this will be a good army, or they
can very easily raise a good army out of so great a number.
Our militia amounts to 50,000 : even stretching it to the improbable amount (urged by some)of 60,000,_ in case of an
attack, what defence can we make ? Who are militia ? Can
hetol_
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we depend solely upon these?
I will pay the last tlibule
of gratitude to the militia of my country: they perlbrmed
some of the most gallant feats during the last war, and acted
as nobly as men inured to other avocations could be expected
to do; but, sir, it is dangerous to look to them as our st,le
protectors.
Did ever militia defend a country ? Those of
Pennsylvania were s_dd to differ very little from regulars;
vet these, sir, were insufficient for the defence of that state.
The militia of our country will be wanted tbr agriculture.
On this noblest of arts depend the virtue and the very existence of a country; if it be neglected, every thing else must
be in a state of ruin and decay.
It must be neglected if
those hands which ought to attend to it are occasionallv
called forth on military expeditions.
Some also will b_e
necessary for manufactures, and those mechanic arts which
are necessary for the aid of tile farmer and planter.
If we
had men sufficient in number to defi;nd ourselves, it could
not avail without other requisites.
We must have a navy,
to be supported in time of peace as well as war, to guard
our coasts and defend us against invasions.
The impossibility of building and equipping a fleet in short time constitutes the necessity of having a certain number of ships of
war always ready in time of peace : the maintaining a navy
will require money; and where, sir, can we get money for
this and other purposes ? How shall we raise it?
Re'view
the enormity of the debts due by this country.
The amount
of 'he debt we owe to the continent for bills of credit, rating
at forty for one, will amount to between 6 and 700,000
pounds
There,. is also due the continent the balance of
requisitions due by us: and, in addition to this proportion of
the old Continental d_bt, there are the foreign, domestic,
state, military, and loin-office debts; to which when you
add the British debt, where is the possibility of finding
money to r_ise an army or n:_vy ? Review, then, your
real ability.
Shall we recur to loans?
Nothing can be
more impolitic;
they impoverish a nation.
We, sir, have
nothing to repay them ; nor, sir, can we procure them.
Our
numbers at,, daily increasing by immigration; but this, sir,
wi_l not relieve us when our cre'dit is gone and it is impossi
bit to borrow money.
If the imposts and duties in Virginia,
even on the present footing, be very unproductive, and not
equal to our necessity, what would they be if we were sepa-
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rated from the Union ? From the first of September to the
first of June, the amount put into the treasury is only
£59,000, or a little more. But, sir, if smuggling be introduced in consequence of high duties, or otherwise, and the
Potomac should be lost, what hope is there of getting money
there ? Shall we be asked if the impost would be bettered
by the Union? ! answer that it will, sir. Credit being
restored, and confidence diffused in the country, merchants
and men of wealth will be induced to come among us, immigration will increase, and commerce will flourish ; the impost
will therefore be more sure and productive.
Under these circumstances, can you find men to defend
you? If not men, where can you have a navy? It is all
old observation, that he who commands the sea will command
the land ; and it is justified by modern experience in war.
The sea can only be commanded by commercial nations.
The United States have every means, by nature, to enable
them to distribute supplies mutually among one another ; to
supply other nations with many articles, and to carry for
other nations. Our commerce would not be kindly received
by foreigners, if transacted solely by our_lves. As it is the
spirit of commercial nations to engross as much as possible
the carrying trade, this makes it necessary to defend our
commerce. But how shall we compass this end? England has arisen to the greatest height, in modern times,
by her navigation act, and other excellent regulations.
The same means would prodl_ce the same effects. We
have inland navigation. Our last exports did not exceed
£1,000,000.
Our export trade is entirely in the hands of
foreigners. We have no manufactures--depend
for supplies on other nations --and so far are we from having any
carrying trade, that, as I have ahead_' said, our exports are
in the hands of foreigners. Besides the profit that might be
made by our n_tural materials, much greater gains would
accrue from their being first wrought before they were
exported. England has reaped immense profits by this, nay,
even by purchasing and working up those materials which
their country did not afford: her success in commerce is
generally ascribed to her navigation act. Virginia would
not, encumbered as she is, agree to have such an act. Thus,
for the want of a navy, are we deprived of the multifarious
_dvantages of our natural situ._tion ; nor is it possible that,
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if the Union was dissolved, we ever should have a navy
sufficient either for our defence or the extension of our
trade.
I beg gentlemen to consider these things--our
inability
to raise and man a navy, and the dreadful consequences of
the dissolution of the Union.
I will close this catalogue of
the evils of the dissolution of the Union by recalling to your
mind what passed in the year 1781. Such was the situation
of our affairs then, that the power of dictator was given to
the commander-in-chief,
to save us from destruction.
This
shows the situation of the country to have been such as to
make it ready to embrace an actual dictator.
At some
future period, will not our distresses impel us to do what the
Dutch have done--throw
all power into the hands of a
stadtholder ? How infinitely more wise and eligible than
this desperate alternative, is a union with our American
brethren ! I feel myself so abhorrent to any thing that will
dissolve our Union, that I cannot prevail with myself to
assent to it directly or indirectly.
If the Union is to be dissolved, what step is to be taken ? Shall we form a partial
confederacy ? Or is it expected that we shall successfully
apply to foreign alliance for military aid ? This last measure,
sir, has ruined almost every nation that used it : so dreadful
an example ought to be most cautiously avoided ; for seldom
has a nation recurred to the expedient of foreign succor,
without being ultimately crushed by that succor. We may
lose our liberty and independence by an injudicious scheme
of policy.
Admitting it to be a scheme replete with safety,
what nation shall we solicit ?--France
? She will disdain
a connection with a people in our predicament.
I would
trust every thing to the magnanimity of that nation; but
she would despise a people who had, like us, so imprudently
separated from their brethren ; and, sir, were she to accede
to our proposal, with what facility could she become mistress
of our country!
To what nation, then, shall we apply ?
To Great Britain ? Nobody h_s as yet trusted that idea.
An application to any other must be either fruitless ordangerous.
To those who advocate local confederacies, and at
the same time preach up for republican liberty, I answer that
their conduct is inconsistent:
the defiance of such partial
confederacies will require such a degree o¢ force and expense as will destroy every fe:_ture of republicanism.
Give
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me leave to say, that l see nought but destruction in a local
confederacy.
With what state can we confederate but
North Carolina ? m North Carolina, situated worse than ourselves.
Consult your own reason; ] beseech gentlemen
most seriously to reflect on the consequences of such a confederacy ; I beseech them to consider whether Virginia and
North Carolina, both oppressed with debts and slaves, can
defend themselves externally, or make their people happy internally. North Carolina, having no strength but militia, and
Virginia, in the same situation, will make, I fear, but a despicable figure in history.
Thus, sir, I hope that I have satisfied you that we are unsafe without a union ; and that in
union alone safety consists.
I come now, sir, to the great inquir), whether the Confederation be such a government as we ought to continue
under--whether
it be such a government as can secure the
felicity of any free people.
Did ] believe the Confederation
was a good thread, which might be broken without destroying its utility entirely, I might be induced to concur in putting it together; but [ am so thoroughly convinced of its
incapacity to be mended or spliced, that I would sooner recur to any other expedient.
When I spoke last, I endeavored to express my sentiments concerning that system, and to apologize (if an apology was necessary) for the conduct of its framers; that it
was hastily devised to enable us to repel a powerful enemy,
that the subject was novel, and that its inefficacy was not
discovered till requisitions came to be made by Congress.
In the then situation of America, a speedy remedy was necessary to ward off the danger, and this sufficiently answered
that purpose ; but so universally is its imbecility now known,
that it is useless for me to exhibit it at this time.
Has not
Virginia, as well as every other state, acknowledged
its debility, by sending delegates to the general Convention ?
The Confederation is, of all things, the most unsafe, not
onl)" to trust to in its present form, but even to amend.
The object of a federal government is to remedy and
strengthen the weakness of its individual branches, whether
that weakness arises from situation or from any external
cause. With respect to the first, is it not a miracle that the
Confederation carried us through the last war ? It was our
unanimity, sir, that carried us through it.
That system
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was not ultimately concluded till the year 1781.
Althouglt
the greatest exertions were made bei_re that time, when
came requisitions for men and money,--its
detects then
were immediately discovered:
the quotas of men were
readily sent; not so those of money.
One state feigned
inability; another would not comply till the rest did; and
various excuses were offered: so that no mohey was sent
into the treasury -- not a requisition was fully complied with.
Loans were the next measure fallen upon: upwards of
80,000,000 of dollars were wanting, beside the emissions
of dollars forty for one. These show the impossibility of
relying on requisitions.
[Here his excellency enumerates the different delinquencies
of different states, and the consequent distresses of Congress.]
If the American spirit is to he depended upon, I
call him to awake, to see how his Americans have been
disgraced; but ] have no hopes that things will be better
hereafter.
I fully expect things will be as they have been,
and that the same derangement will prodttce similar miscarriages.
Will the American spirit produce money or
credit, unless we alter our system ? Are we not in a contemptible situation ? Are we not the jests of other nations ?
But it is insinuated by the honorable gentleman, that we
want to be a grand, splendid, and magnificent people : we
wish not to become so: the magnificence of a royal court
is not our object.
We want a government, sir--a
government that will have stability, and give us security ; for our
present government is destitute of the one and incapable of
producing the other. It cannot, perhaps, with propriety,
be denominated a government, being void of that energy
requisite to enforce sanctions.
I wish my country not to
be contemptible in the eyes of foreign nations. A wellregulated community is always respected.
It is the internal situation, the defects of government, that attract foreign
contempt : that contempt, sir, is too often followed by subjuganon.
Advert to the contemptuous manner in which a
shrewd politician speaks of our government.
[Here his excellencyquoteda passage fromLordSheffield,the purport
of which was, that Great Britain might engross our trade on her own
terms; that the imbecilityandinefficacyof our generalgovernmentwere
such, that it wasimpossiblewe couldcounteracther policy,howeverrigid
or illiberal towardsus her commercialregulationsmightbe.]
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Reflect but a moment on our situation.
Does it not invite real hostility ? The conduct of the British ministry to
us is the natural effect of our unnerved government.
Consider the commercial regulations between us and Maryland.
Is it not known to gentlemen that the states have been making reprisals on each otherm to obviate a repetition of which,
in some degree, these regulations have been made ? Can
we not see, from this circumstance, the jealousy, rivalship,
and hatred that would subsist between them, in case this
state was out of the Union ? They are importing states,
and importing states will ever be competitors and rivals.
Rhode Island and Connecticut have been on the point of
war, on the subject of their paper money ; Congress did not
attempt to interpose.
When Massachusetts was distressed
_r the late insurrection, Congress could not relieve her.
ho headed that insurrection ? Recollect the facility with
which it was raised, and the very little ability of the ringleader, and you cannot but deplore the extreme debility of
our merely nominal government.
We are too despicable to
be regarded by foreign nations.
The defects of the Confederation consisted principally in the want of power : it had
nominally powers, powers on paper, which it could not use.
The power of making peace and war is expressly delegated
to Congress; yet the power of granting passports, though
within that of making peace and war, was considered by VirgilJia as belonging to herself.
Without adequate powers
vested iu Congress, America cannot be respectable in the
eyes of other nations.
Congress, sir, ought to be fully vested with power to support the Union, protect the interests
of the United States, maintain theiz commerce, and defend
them from external invasions and insults, and internal insurrections ; to maintain justice, and promote harmony and publie tranquillity among the states.
A government not vested with these powers will ever be
found unable to make us happy or respectable.
How far
the Confederation is different from such a government, is
known to all America.
Instead of being able to cherish and
protect the states, it has been unable to defend itself against
the encroachments
made upon it b)" the stales. Every one
of them has conspired against it; _rirgi_,ia as much as any
This fact could be proved by reference to actual history.
1
might quote the observations of an able modern author, not
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because he is decorated with the name of author, but b_-cause
his sentiments are drawn from human nature, to prove the
dangerous impolicy of withholding necessary powers from
Congress; but 1 shall at this time fatigue the house as little
as possible.
What are the powers of Congress ? They have
full authority to recommend what they please ; this recommendatory power reduces them to the condition of poor supplicants.
Consider the dignified language of the members
of the American Congress.
May it please your high mightinesses of Virginia to pay your just proportionate quota of our
national debt: we humbly supplicate that it may please you
to comply with your federal duties.
We implore, we beg
your obedience ! Is not this, sir, a fair representation of the
powers of Congress ? Their operations are of no validity
when counteracted by the states.
Their authority to recommend is a mere mockery of government.
But the amendability of the Confederation seems to have great weight on
the minds of somegentlemen.
To what point will the
amendments
go? What part makes the most important
figure?
What part deserves to be retained?
Ill it one
body has the legislative, executive, and judicial powers; but
the want of efficient powers has prevented the dangers naturally consequent on the union of these.
Is this union consistent with an augmentation of their power ? Will you,
then, amend it by taking away one of these three powers ?
Suppose, for instance, you only vested it with the legislative
and executive powers, without any control on the judiciary ;
what must be the result?
Are we not taught by reason,
experience, and governmental
history, that tyranny is the
natural and certain consequence of uniting these two powers, or the legislative and judicial powers, exclusively, in the
same body ? If any one denies it, I shall pass by him as an
infidel not to be reclaimed.
Whenever any two of these
three powers are vested in one single body, they must, at one
time or other, terminate in the destruction of liberty.
In the
most important cases, the assent of nine states is necessary
to pass a law. This is too great a restriction, and whatever
good consequences it may, in some cases, produce, yet it will
prevent energy in many other cases. It will prevent energy,
which is most necessary on some emergencies, even in cases
wherein the existence of the community depends on vigor
,_ud expedition.
It is incompatible with tbat secrecy which
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is the life of execution and despatch.
Did ever thirty or
fortj then retain a secret ? Without secrecy no government
can carry on its operations on great occasions; this is what
gives that superiority in action to the government of one. If
any thing were wanting to complete this farce, it would be,
that a resolution of the Assembly of Virginia, and the other
legislatures, should be necessary to confirm and render of
any validity the Congressional acts; this would openly discover the debility of the general government to all the world.
But, in fact, its imbecility is now nearly the same as if such
acts were formally requisite.
An act of the Assembly of
Virginia, controverting a resolution of Congress, would certainly prevail.
I therefore conclude that the Confederation
Is too defective to deserve correction.
Let us take farewell
of it, with reverential respect, as an old benefactor.
It is
.gone, whether this house says so or not. It is gone, sir, by
its own weakness.
I am afraid I have tired the patience of this house ; but
I trust you will pardon me, as I was urged by the importunity of the gentleman in calling for the reasons of laying the
groundwork of this plan.
It is objected by the honorable
gentleman over the way (Mr. George Mason) that a republican government is impracticable in an extensive territory,
and the extent of the United States is urged as a reason
for the rejection of this Constitution.
Let us consider the
definition of a republican government, as laid 'down by a man
who is highly esteemed.
Montesquieu, so celebrated among
politicians, says, that "a republican government is that in
which the body, or only a part, of the people is possessed
of the supreme power ; a monarchical, that in which a single
person governs by fixed and established laws; a despotic
government, that in which a single person, without law and
without rule, directs every thing by his own will and caprice."
This author has not distinguished a republican government from a monarchy by the extent of its boundaries,
bat by the nature of its principles.
He, in another place,
contradistinguishes
it as a government of laws, in opposition
to others which he denominates a government of men.
The empire or government of laws, according to that
phrase, is that in which the laws are made with the free-will
of the people ; hence, then, if laws be made by the assent
3f the people, the government may be deemed free. When
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laws are made with integrity, and executed with wisdom,
the question is, whether a great extent of country will tend
to abridge the liberty of the people.
If defensive force be
necessary in proportion to the extent of country, I conceive
that, in a judiciously-constructed
government, be the country
ever so extensive, its inhabitants will be proportionably numerous, and able to defend it. Extent of country, in my
conception, ought to be no bar to the adoption of a good
government.
No extent on earth seems to be too great,
provided the laws be wisely made and executed.
The prillciples of representation
and responsibility may pervade a
large as well as small territory; and tyranny is as easily
iutroduced into a small as into a large district.
If it be
answered, that some of the most illustrious and distinguished
authors are of a contrary .opinion, I reply, that authority
has no weight with me till I am convinced; that not the
dignity of names, but the force of reasoning, gains my
assent.
I intended to show the nature of the powers which ought
to have been given to the general government, and the
reason of investing it with the power of taxation ; but this
would require more time than my strength, or the patience
of the committee, would now admit of. I shall conclude
_;'ith a few observations, which come from my heart. I have
labored for the continuance of the Union--the
rock of our
salvation.
I believe that, as sure as there is a God in heaven,
our safety, our political happiness and existence, depend on
the union of the states;
and that without this union, the
people of this and the other states will undergo the un3peakable calamities which discord, faction, turbulence, war, and
bloodshed, have produced in other countries.
The American
spirit ought to be mixed with American pride, to see the
Union magnificently triumphant.
Let that glorious pride,
which once defied the British thunder, reanimate you again.
Let it not be recorded of Americans, that, after having performed the most gallant exploits, after having overcome the
most astonishing difficulties, and after having gained the
admiration of the world by their incomparable valor and
policy, they lost their acquired reputation, their national consequence and happiness, by their own indiscretion.
Let no
future historian inform posterity that they wanted wisdom
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and v;rtue to concur in any regular, efficient government.
Should any writer, doomed to so disagreeable a task, feel
the indignation of an honest historian, he would reprehend
and criminate our folly with equal severity and justice.
Catch the present moment n seize it with avidity and eagernessBfor
it may be lost, never to be regained!
If the
Union be now lost, I fear it will remain so forever.
I
believe gentlemen are sincere in their opposition, and actuated by pure motives; but, when I maturely weigh tile
advantages of the Union, and dreadful consequences of its
dissolution; when I see safety on my right, and destruction
on my left; when 1 behold respectability and happiness
acquired by the one, but annihilated by the other, m I cannot hesitate to decide in favor of the former.
I hope my
weakness, from speaking so long, will apologize for my leaving this subject in so mutilated a condition.
If a further
explanation be desired, I shall take the liberty to enter
into it more fully another time.
Mr. MADISON
then arose n[hut
he spoke so low that
his exordium could not be heard distinctly.]
I shall not
attempt to make impressions by any ardent professions of
zeal for the public welfare.
We know the principles of
every man will, and ought to be_ judged, not by his professions and declarations, but by his conduct; by that eriteri6n
I mean, in common with every other member, to be judged ;
and should it prove unfavorable to my reputation, yet it is a
criterion from which I will by no means depart.
Comparisons have been made between the friends of this Constitution
and those who oppose it: although I disapprove of such
comparisons, I trust that, in point of truth, honor, candor,
and rectitude of motives, the friends of this system, here and
in other states, are not inferior to its opponents.
But professious of attachment to the public good, and comparisons
of parties, ought not to govern or influence us now.
We
ought, sir, to examine the Constitution on its own merits
solely: we are to inquire whether it will promote the public
happiness : its aptitude to produce this desirable object ought
to be the exclusive subiect of our present researches.
In
this pursuit, we ought not to address our arguments to the
leelings and passions, but to those understandings and judgments which were selected by the people of this country, to
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decide this great question by a calm and rational investiga
tion. I hope that gentlemen, in displaying their abilities on
this occasion, instead of giving opinions and making assertions, will condescend to prove and demonstrate, by a fair
and regular discussion.
It gives me pain to hear gentlemen
continually distorting the natural construction of language;
for it is sufficient if any human production can stand a tair
discussion.
Before I proceed to make some additions to the
reasons which have been adduced by my honorable friend
over the way, I must take the liberty to make some observations on what was said by another gentleman, (Mr.
Henry.)
He told us that this Constitution
ought to be
rejec.ted because it endangered the public liberty, in his
opinion, in many instances.
Give me leave to make one
answer to that observation : Let the dangers which this system is supposed to be replete with be clearly pointed
out: if any dangerous and unnecessary powers be given to
the general legislature, let them be plainly demonstrated,
and let us not rest satisfied with general assertions of danger, without examination.
If powers be necessary, apparent danger is not a sufficient reason against conceding them.
He has suggested that licentiousness has seldom produced
the loss of liberty; but that the tyranny of rulers has almost
always effected it. Since the general civilization of mankind, I believe there are more instances of the abridgment of
the freedom of the people by gradual and silent encroachments of those in power, than by violent and sudden usurpations ; but, on a candid examination of history, we shall
find that turbulence, violence, and abuse of power, by the
majority trampling on the rights of the minority, have produced factions and commotions, which, in republics, have,
more ti'equently than any other cause, produced despotism.
If we go over the whole history of ancient and modern republics, we shall find their destruction to have generally
resulted from those causes.
If we consider the peculiar
situation of the United States, and what are the sources of
that diversity of sentiment which pervades its inhabitants,
we shall find great danger to fear that the same causes may
terminate here in the same fatal effects which they producecl
in those republics.
This danger ought to be wisely guarded
against.
Perhaps, in the progress of this discussion, it will
appear that the only possible remedy for those evils, and
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means of preserving and protecting the principles of republicanism, will be found in that very system which is now
exclaimed against as the parent of oppression.
I must confess I have not been able to find his usual consistency in the gentleman's argument on this occasion.
He
informs us that the people of the country are at perfect repose, -- that is, every man enjoys the fruits of his labor peace
ably and securely, and that every thing is in perfect tranquillity and safety.
I wish sincerely, sir, this were true.
If this
be their happy situation, why has every state acknowledged
the contrary ? Why were deputies from all the states sent
to the general Convention?
Why have complaints of national and individual distresses been echoed and reechoed
throughout the continent?
Why has our general government been so shamefully disgraced, and our Constitution
violated ? Wherefore have laws been made to authorize a
change, and wherefore are we now assembled here ? A
federal government is formed for the protection of its individual members.
Ours has attacked itself with impunity.
Its authority has been disobeyed and despised.
I think 1
perceive a glaring inconsistency in another of his arguments.
He complains of this Constitution,
because it requires the
consent of at least three fourths of the states to introduce
amendments which shall be necessary for the happiness of
the people.
The assent of so many he urges as too great
an obstacle to the admission of salutary amendments, which,
he strongly insists, ought to be at the will of a bare majority.
We hear this argument, at the very moment we are called
upon to assign reasons for proposing a constitution which
puts it in the power of nine states to abolish the present
inadequate, unsafe, and pernicious Confederation!
In the
first case, he asserts that a majority ought to have the power
of altering the government, when found to be inadequate
to the security of public happiness.
In the last case, he
affirms that even three fourths o/f the community have not
a right to alter a government which experience has proved
to be subversive of national felicity! nay, that the most
necessary and urgent aherations cannot be made without
the absolute unanimity
of all the states!
Does not the
thirteenth article of the Confederation expressly require that
no alteration shall be made without the unanimous consent
of all the states ? Could any thing in theory be more pernieiously improvident and injudicious than this submission of
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the will of the majority to the most trifling minority ? Have
not experience and practice actually manifested this theuretical inconvenience
to be extremely impolitic ? Let me
mention one fact, which I conceive must carry conviction
to the mind of any one : the smallest state in the Union
has obstructed every attempt to reform the government;
that little member has repeatedly disobeyed and counteracted the general authority;
nay, has even supplied tile
enemies of its country with provisions.
Twelve states had
agreed to certain improvements which were proposed, being
thought absolutely necessary to preserve the existence of the
general government;
but as these improvements,
though
really indispensable,
could not, by the Confederation,
be
introduced into it without the consent of every state, the
refractory dissent of that little state prevented their adoption. The inconveniences
resuhing from this requisition,
of unanimous concurrence in alterations in the Confederation, must be known to every member in this Convention ;
it is therefore needless to remind them of them.
Is it not
self-evident that a trifling minority ought not to bind the
majority ? Would not foreign influence be exerted with
facility over a small minority ? Would the honorable gentleman agree to continue the most radical defects in the
old system, because the petty state of Rhode Island wou!d
not agree to remove them ?
He next objects to the exclusive legislation over the district where the seat of government may be fixed. Would
he submit that the representatives of this state should carry
on their deliberations under the control of any other member
of the Union ? If any state had the power of legislation
over the place where Congress should fix the general government, this would impair the dignity, and hazard the
safety, of Congress.
If the safety of the Union were under
the control of any particular state, would not foreign corruption probably prevail, in such a state, to induce it to exert
its controlling influence over the members of the general
government ? Gentlemen cannot have forgotten the dis_gC_ceful insult which Congress received some years ago.
en we also reflect that the previous cession ot_ particular
states is necessary before Congress can legislate exclusively
any where, we must, instead of being alarmed at this part.
heartily approve of it.
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But the honorable member sees great danger in the provision concerning the militia.
This I conceive to be an
additional security to our liberty, without diminishing the
power of the states in any considerable degree.
It appears
to me so highly expedient that I should imagine it would
have found advocates even in the warmest friends of the
present system.
The authority of training the militia, and
appointing the officers, is reserved to the states.
Congress
ought to have the power to establish a uniform discipline
throughout the states, and to provide tbr the execution of the
laws, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions: these are
the only cases wherein they can interfere with the militia ;
and the obvious necessity of their having power over them
in these cases must conv_'nce any reflecting mind.
Without
uniformity of discipline, military bodies would be incapable
of action : without a general controlling power to call forth
the strength of the Union to repel invasions, the country
might be overrun and conquered by tbreig.n enemies : without such a power to suppress insurreeoons,
our liberties
might be destroyed by domestic faction, and domestic tyranny be established.
The honorable member then told us that there was no instance of power onee transferred being voluntarily renouneed.
Not to produce European examples, which may probably be
done before the rising of this Convention, have we not seen
already, ill seven states, (and probably in an eighth state,)
legislatures surrendering some of the most important powers
they possessed?
But, sir, by this government, powers are
not given to any particular set of men ; they are in the hands
of the people; delegated to their representatives
ehosen for
short terms: to representatives
responsible to the people,
and whose situation is perfectly similar to their own. As
long as this is the ease we have no danger to apprehend.
When the gentleman called our recollection to the usual
effects of the concession of powers, and imputed the loss of
liberty generally to open tyranny, I wish he had gone on
farther.
Upon his review of history, he would have found
that the loss of liberty very often resulted from factions and
divisions ; from local considerations, which eternally lead to
quarrels; he would hare found internal dissensions to have
more frequently demolished civil liberty, than a tenacious disposition in rulers to retain any stipulated powers.
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[Here Mr. Madison enumerated the various means whereby nations had lost their liberties.]
The power of raising and supporting armies is exclaime
against as dangerous and unnecessary.
I wish there were
11onecessity of vesting this power in the general government.
But suppose a foreign nation to declare war against the
United States; must not the general legislature have the
power of det_nding the United States?
Ought it to be
known to foreign nations that the general government of the
United States of America has no power to raise and support
an army, even in the utmost danger, when attdcked by external enemies?
Would not their knowledge of such a
circumstance stimulate them to fall upon us?
If, sir, Congress be not invested with this power, any powerfid natiou,
prompted by ambition or avarice, will be invited, by our
weakness, to attack us; and such an attack, by disciplined
veterans, would certainl.,y ,b.e,.
e attended
......
with success,..
, when
only opposed by lrregulav,.ujldlsclphned
nnlma.
Whoever
considers the peculiar situ'ai_n of this country, the multiplicity of its excellent inlets and harbors, and the uneommou
facility of attacking it, _ however much he may r%ret the
necessity of such a power, cannot hesitate a moment in
granting it. One fact may elucidate this argument.
In the
course of the late war, when the weak parts of the Union
were exposed, and many states were in the most deplorable
situation by the enemy's ravages, the assistance of foreign
nations was thought so urgently necessary for our protection,
that the relinquishment
of territorial advantages was not
deemed too great a sacrifice for the acquisition of one ally.
This expedient was admitted with great reluctance, even by
those states who expected advantages from it. The crisis,
however, at length arrived, when it was judged necessary
tbr the salvation of this country to make certain cessions to
Spain; whether wisely or otherwise is not for me to say;
but the fact was, that instructions were sent to our representative at the court of Spain, to empower him to enter into
negotiations for that purpose.
How it terminated is well
known.
This fact shows the extremities to which nations
will go in cases of imminent danger, and demonstrates
the
necessity of making ourselves more respectable.
The necessity of making dangerous cessions, and of applying to
foreign aid, ought to be excluded.
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The honorable member then told us that there are heartburnings in the adopting states, and that Virginia may, if she
does not come into the measure, continue in amicable confederacy with the adopting states.
] wish as seldom as possible to contradict the assertions of gentlemen; but I can venture to affirm, without danger of being in an error, that there
is the most satisfactory evidence that the satisfaction of those
states is increasing every day, and that, in that state where
it was adopted only by a majority of nineteen, there is not
one fifth of the people dissatisfied.
There are some reasons
which induce us to conclude that the grounds of proselytism
extend evel'y x_here ; its principles begin to be better understood ; and the inflammatory violence wherewith it was opposed by designing, illiberal, and unthinking minds, begins to
subside.
I will not enumerate the causes fi'om which, in my
conceFtion , the heart-burnings of a majority of its opposers
have originated.
Suffice it to say, that in all they were
fi_unded on a misconception of its nature and tendency.
Had it been candidly examined and fairly discussed, I believe, sir, that but a very inconsiderable minority of the people
of the United States would have opposed it. With respect
to the Swiss, whom the honorable gentleman has proposed
for our example, as far as historical authority may be relied
on, we shall find their government quite unworthy of our
imitation.
I am sure, if the honorable gentleman had adverted to their history and government, he never would have
quoted their example here; he would have found that, instead of respecting the rights of mankind, their government
(at least of several of their cantons) is one of the vilest
aristocracies.that
ever was instituted : the peasants of some
of their cantons are more oppressed and degraded than the
subjects of any monarch in Europe; nay, almost as much so
as those of any Eastern despot.
It is a novelty in politics,
that fi'om the worst of systems the happiest consequences
should ensue.
Their aristocratical rigor, and the peculiarity
of their situation, have so long supported their union : without the closest alliance and amity, dismemberment
might
follow; Iheir powerful and ambitious neighbors would immediately avail themselves of their least jarrings.
As we are
not circumstanced like them, no conclusive precedent can be
drawn fi'om their situation.
I trust the gentleman doe,, not
carry his idea so far as to recommend a separation from the
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adopting states.
This government may secure our happi
ness; this is at least as probable as that it shall be oppressive. If eight states have, from a persuasion of its policy and
utility, adopted it, shall Virginia shrink from it, without a
full conviction of its danger aud inutility ? I hope she will
never shrink from any duty: 1 trust she will not determine
without the most serious reflection and deliberation.
I confess to you, sir, were uniformity of religion to be introduced by this system, it would, in my opinion, be iueligible; but 1 have no reason to conclude that uniformity of
government will produce that of religion.
This sut!ieet is,
for the honor of America, perfectly free and unshackled.
The government has no jurisdiction over it : the least reflection will convince us there is no danger to be feared on this
ground.
But we are flattered with the probability of obtaining pre
vious amendments.
This calls for the most serious attention
of this house.
If amendments are to be proposed by one
state, other states have the same right, and will also propose
alterations.
These cannot but be dissimilar, and opposite in
their nature.
I beg leave to remark, that the governments
of the different states are in many respects dissimilar in their
structure ; their legislative bodies are not similar; their executive are more different.
In several of the states, the first
magistrate is elected by tile people at large; in others, by joint
ballot of the members of both branches of the legislature ; and
in others, in other different manners.
This dissimilarity has
occasioned a diversity of opinion o, the theory of government, which will, without many reciprocal concessions, render a concurrence impossible.
Although the appointment of
an executive magistrate has not been thought destructive to
the principles of democracy in many of the States, yet, in
the course of the debate, we find objections made to the federal executive : it is urged that the President will degenerate
into a tyrant.
I intended, in compliance with the call of the.
honorable member, to explain the reasons of proposing this
Constitution, and develop its principles ; but I shall postpone
my remarks till we he,ar the supplement which, he has informed us, he intends to add to what he has already said.
Give me leave to say something of the nature of the government, and to show that it is safe and just to vest it with the
power of taxation.
There are a number of opinions ; but the
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principal question is. wht'ther it be a federal or con_lidated
OVernment. In order to judge properly of the question bere us, we must consider it minutely in its principal parts.
I conceive myself that it is of a mixed nature ; it is in a maaner unprecedented ; we cannot find one express example ia
the experience of the world. It stands by itself. In some
respects it is a government of a federal nature ; in others, it
is of a consolidated nature. Even if we attend to the manner in which the Constitution is investigated, ratified, and
made the act of the people of America, I can say, notwithstanding what the honorable gentleman has alleged, that this
government is not completely consolidated, nor is it entirely
federal.
Who are parties to it ? The people m but not the
people as composing one great body ; b!lt the people as composing thirteen sovereignties,
were it, as the gentleman
asserts, a consolidated government, the assent of a majority
of the people would be sufficient for its establishment;
and,
as a majority have adopted it already, the remaining states
would be bound by the act of the majority, even if they unanimously reprobated it. Were it such a government as is suggested, it would be now binding on the people of this state,
without having had the privilege of deliberating upon it.
But, sir, no state is bound by it, as it is, without its own consent.
Should all the states adopt it, it will be then a government established by the thirteen states of America, not
through the intervention of the legislatures, but by the people at large.
In this particular respect, the distinction between the existing and proposed governments is very material.
The existing system has been derived from the
dependent derivative authority of the legislatures of the states ;
whereas this is derived from the superior power of the people. If we look at the manner in which alterations are to
be made in it, the same idea is, in some degree, attended to.
By the new system, a majority of the states cannot introduee
amendments ; nor are all the states required for that purpose ;
three fourths of them must concur in alterations;
in this
there is a departure from the federal idea. The members to
the national House of Representatives
are to be chosen by
the people at large, in proportion to the numbers in the respective districts.
When we come to the Senate, its members are elected by the states in their equal and political
capacity.
But had the government been completely _'t_l_-
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solidated, the Senate would have been chosen by the people
in their individual capacity, in the same manner as the members of the other house. Thus it is of a complicated nature ;
and this complication, I trust, will be found to exclude the
evils of absolute consolidation, as well as of a mere confederacy.
If Virginia was separated from all the states, her power
aud authority would extend to all cases: in like manner,
were all powers vested ill the general government, it would be
a consolidated government;
but the powers of the federal
government are enumerated ; it can only operate in certain
cases; it has legislative powers on defined and limited objects, beyond which it cannot extend its jurisdiction.
But the honorable member has satirized, with peculiar acrimony, the powers given to the ge_eral government by this
Constitution.
I conceive that the first question on this subject is, whether these powers be necessary ; if they be, we
are reduced to the dilemma of either submitting to the inconvenience or losing the Union.
Let us consider the most
important of these reprobated powers ; that of direct taxation
is most generally objected to. With respect to the exigencies of government, there is no question but the most
easy mode of providing for them will be adopted.
When,
therefore, direct taxt;s are not necessary, they will not be
recurred to. It can be of little advantage to those in power
to raise money in a manner oppressive to the people.
To
consult the conveniences of the people will cost them nothing, and in many respects will be advantageous to them.
Direct taxes will only be recurred to for great purposes
What has brought on other nations those immense debts,
under the pressure of which many of them labor ? Not the
expenses of their governments,
but war.
If this country
should be engaged in war,--and
I conceive we ought to
provide tot the possibility of such a case,how would it be
carried on ? By the usual means provided from year to year ?
As our imports will be necessary for the expenses of government and other common exigencies, how are we to carry on
the means of defence ? How is it possible a war could be
supported without money or credit ? And would it be .possible for a government to have credit without havin_ the power
of raising money ? No; it would be impossible for any
government, in such a case, to defend itselt:
Then, I say,
:_Jr,that it is necessary to establish funds for extraordinary
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exigencies, and to give this power to the general government ;
for the utter inutility of previous requisitions on the states is
too well known.
Would it be possible for those countries,
whose finances and revenues are carried to the highest perfection, to carry on the operations of government on great
emergencies, such as the maintenance of a war, without an
uncontrolled power of raising money?
Has it not been
necessary for Great Britain, notwithstanding
the facility of
the collection of her taxes, to have recourse very often to
this and other extraordinary methods of procuring money ?
Would not her public credit have been ruined, if it was
known that her power to raise money was limited ? Has
not France been obli§ed, on _reat occasions, to use unusual
means to raise funds.
It has been the case in many countries, and no government can exist unless its powers extend
to make provisions for every contingency.
If we were
actually attacked by a powerful nation, and our general
government had not the power of raising money, but depended solely on requisitions, our condition would be truly
deplorable:
if the revenue of this commonwealth
were to
depend on twenty distinct authorities, it would be impossible
for it to carry on its operations.
This must be obvious to
every member here; I think, theretbre, that it is necessary,
for the preservation of the Union, that this power shall be
given to the general government.
But it is urged that its consolidated
nature, jomed to
the power of direct taxation, will give it a tendency to destroy all subordinate authority; that its increasing influence
will speedily enable it to absorb the state governments.
I
cannot drink this will be the case.
If the general government were wholly independent
of the governments of the
particular states, then, indeed, usurpation might be expected
to the fullest extent.
But, sir, or whom does this general
government depend ? It derives its authority from these
governments, and from the same sources from which their authority is derived.
The members of the ti_deral government
are taken from the same men from whom those of the state
legis.latures are taken.
If we consider the mode in which
the federal representatives will he chosen, we shall be convinced that the general will never destroy the individual
governments;
and this conviction must be strengthened by
an attention to the construction of the Senate.
The repre-
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sentatives will be chosen probably under the influence of the
members of the state legislatures ; but there is not the least
probability that the election of the latter will be influencea
by the former.
One hundred and sixty members represent
this commonwealth
in one branch of the legislature, arp
drawn from the people at large, and must ever possess more
influence than the few men who will he elected to the general legislature.
The reasons offered on this subject, by a gentleman on
the same side, (Mr. Nicholas,) were unanswerable, and have
been so full that I shall add but little more on the subject.
Those who wish to become federal representatives
must depend on their credit with that class of men who will be the
most popular in their counties, who generally represent the
people in the state govern:_ents;
they can, therefore, never
succeed in any measure contrary to the wishes of those on
whom they depend.
It is almost certain, therefore, that the
deliberations of the members of the federal House of Representatives will be directed to the interest of the people of
America.
As to the other branch, the senators will be appointed by the legislatures ; and, though elected for six years,
I do not conceive they will so soon forget the source from
whence they derive their political existence.
This election
of one branch of the federal by the state legislatures, secures
an absolute dependence of the former on the latter.
The
biennial exclusion of one third will lessen the facility of a
combination, and may put a stop to intrigues.
I appeal to
our past experience, whether they will attend to the interests
of their constituent states.
Have not those gentlemen, who
have been honored with seats in Congress, often signalized
themselves by their attachment to their seats ? I wish this
government may answer the expectation of its friends, and
toil the apprehension of its enemies.
I hope the patriotism
of the people will continue, and be a sufficient guard to their
liberties.
I believe its tendency will be, that the state governments will counteract the general interest, and ultimately
prevail.
The number of the representatives is yet sufficient
tbr our safety, and will gradually increase; and, if we consider their different sources of information, the number will
not appear too small.
Mr. NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, if the resolution taken
by the house of going regularly through the system, clause
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by ell use, had been followed, I should confine myself to one
particular paragraph; but as, to my surprise, the debates
have taken a different turn, I shall endeavor to go through
the principal parts of the argument made use of by the gentlemen in opposition to the proposed plan of government. The
worthy gendeman entertained us very largely on the impropriety and dangers of the powers given by this plan to
the general government; but his argument appears to me
inconclusive and inaccurate; it amounts to this--that
the
powers given to any government ought to be small. 1 believe this, sir, is a new idea in politics:--powers,
being
given for some certain purpose, ought to be proportionate to
that purpose, or else the end for which the.y are delegated
will not be answered. It is necessary to g_ve powers, to a
certain extent, to any government. If a due medium be
not observed in the delegation of such powers, one of two
things must happen: if they be too small, the government
must moulder and decay away ; if too extensive, the people
must be oppressed. As there can be no liberty without government, it must be, as dangerous to make powers too limited
as too great. He tells us that the Constitution annihilates
the Confederation. Did he not prove that every people
had a right to change their government when it should be
deemed inadequate to their happiness ? The Confederation
being found utterly defective, will he deny our right to alter
or abolish it ? But he objects to the expression, " We, the
people," and demands the reason why they had not said,
"We, the United States of America." In my opinion, the
expre_ion is highly proper: it is submitted to the people,
because on them it is to operate : till adopted, it is but a
dead letter, and not Ifinding on any one; when adopted, it
becomes binding on the people who adopt it. It is proper on
another account. We are under great obligations to the federal Convention, for recurring to the people, the somme of
all power. The gentleman's argument militates against
himself: he says that per_ns in power never relinquish their
powers willingly. If, then, the state legislatures would not
relinquish part of the powers they now possess, to enable a
general government to support the Union, reference to the
people is necessary.
we are, in the next place, frightened by two sets of collectors, who, he tells us, will oppress us with impunity.
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The amount of the sums to be, raised of the people is the
same, whether the state legislatures lay the taxes for tht.mselves, or for the general government ; whether each o!
them lays and collects taxes tbr its own exclusive purposes:
the manner of raising it only is different. So far as the
amount of the imposts may exceed that of the present collections, so much will the burdens of the people be less. Money
cannot be raised in a more judicious manner than by imposts; it is not felt bv the people; it is a mode which is
practised by many nations : nine tenths of the revenues o!
Great Britain and France are raised by indirect taxes; and
were they raised by direct taxes, they would be exceedingly
oppressive.
At present, the reverse of this proposition holds
in this country; for very little is raised by indirect taxes.
The public treasuries are supplied by means of dire¢'t
taxes, which are not so easy for the people.
But the people
will be benefited by this change.
Suppose the imposts will
only operate a reduction of one fifth of the public burdens ;
then, sir, out of every ten shillings we have now to pay, we
shall only have to pay eight shillings: and suppose this to be
apportioned so that we pay four shillings to the federal and
four shillings to the state collector,what inconvenience or
oppression can arise from it .; Would this be as oppressive
as the payment of ten shillings to the state collector ? Our
constituents do not suspect our delegates to the state legislature, but we suspect the members of the fiJture Congress.
But, sir, they tell us this power of direct taxation ought
not to be intrusted to the general government, because its
members cannot be acquainted with the local situation of
the people.
Where do the members ofthe state legislatures
get their information ? It is by their own experience, and
intercourse with the people.
(_annot those of the general
government derive information from every source from which
the state representatives §et theirs, so as to enable them to
impose taxes judiciously.
We have the best security we
can wish for: if they impose taxes on the people which
are oppressive, they subject themselves and their friends to
the same inconvenience, and to the certainty of never being
confided in again.
And what will be the consequence of
laving taxes on improper objects ? Will the funds be increased by it? By no means.
I may venture to say, the
amount of the taxes will diminish in proportion to the diffi-

100

DEBATES.

[NICHOLAS

cult)' and impropriety of the mode of ]ev)mg them. What
advantage, then, would it be to the members of Congress to
render the collection of taxes oppressive to the people ?
They would be certainly out of their senses to oppress the
people without any prospect of emolument to themselves.
But another objection is made, which I never heard of before. The gentleman has told us that the number of representatives may be reduced to one for every state.
Is this a
just salrmise, even supposing it to be only said, that the
number should not exceed one for every thirty thousand ?
Had it stopped there, any state, by his doctrine, might have
no representative at all. Is it possible that this interpretation could ever be thought of? tbr the worthy gentlem_ln
allowed it was not a natural construction.
But the Constitution says that representation and taxation shall be in proportion to the number of the people, and that each state shall
have at least one representative.
What will be the consequence of this ? Each state must pay its proportion of
taxes ; and its representation is to be equal to its taxes,
l
ask gentlemen if this be not a safe mode of representation.
The gentleman then told us the representatives would never
wish their number to be increased.
But, sir, the increase
of their number will increase their importance.
How will
it affect their interest in elections ? The greater their number, the greater their chance of rei_leetion.
It is a natural
supposition that every one of them will have the greatest
interest with the people in that part of his district where he
resides ; the more their number, the more districts will there
be, and the greater certainty of their being rei_lected, as it
will be easier for them to have influence in small than in
large districts.
But this power of direct taxes is not to be
_ot over; the gentleman will try every thing in alternative.
What will be the consequence of these alternatives ? It will
lead Congress to have a contest with particular states.
After
refilsal and opposition, what is to be done ? Must force be
used for the purpose ? How is it to be procured ? It would,
in a little time, expend more money than the sum which it
was intended to procure ; and the fatal consequences of such
a scheme, provided it were praetic'able, are self-evident.
I
am astonished that gentlemen should wish to put it on this
footing; for the consequences would assuredly be, in the first
place, a disappointment
to Congress.
Would this previous
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alternative diminish or retrench the powers of Congress, if
ultimately they are to have recourse to this power?
One
thing will be the certain consequence : Congress, in makin_
requisitions, must reckon on a disappointment,
and will
therefore increase them according to the expected disappointment : by these means, the burdens of the people mtzst
be enlarged.
He then wonders that gentlemen could come
to so sudden a resolution of adopting it. As to the time, it
will require as much to reject as to adopt it ; and if a deliberate discussion be the most rational mode of proceeding, a
precipitate rejection will, at least, be as imprudent as a sudden adoption.
He declares that he would, in despite of an
erring world, reject it, and wishes this state to continue in
opposition.
Were our country separated by nature from the
other states, we might be safe without the Union; but as
we are bordered on the adopting states, security can be
found in union only. Consider the consequences of disunion: attend to the situation of those citizens who are
contiguous to Maryland;
look at the country called the
Northern Neck; if we reject the Constitution, will not its
inhabitants shake off their dependence on us ? But, sir, the
worthy membgr has declared, as a reason for not changiag
our government, that no terrors had been experienced, that
no insurrections had happened, among us. It was indeed a
wonder that this was the case, considering the relaxation of
tl,e laws.
Tumults have happened in other states.
Had
they been attempted here by an enterprising adventurer, I
believe he could hardly have been prevented by the laws ;
for I believe every citizen in this country has complained of
their want of energy.
The worthy member has exclaimed,
with uncommon vehemence, against the mode provided tbr
securing amendments.
He thinks amendments can never be
ohtained, because so great a number is required to conctlr.
Had it rested solely with Congress, there might have been
danger.
The committee will see that there is another mode
provided, besides that which originates with Congress.
On
the application of the legislatures of two thirds of the several
_tates, a convention is to be called to propose amendments,
whic,h shall be a part of the Constitution when ratified by
the legislatures of three fourths of the several states, or by
conventions in three fburths thereof.
It is natural to conclude that those states who will apply for calling the c¢,u-
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There are strong and cogent reasons operating on my
mind, that the amendments, which shall be agreed to by
those states, will be sooner ratified by the rest than any other
that can be proposed.
The conventions which shall be so
called will have their deliberations confined to a few points ;
no local interest to divert their attention; nothing but the
necessary alterations.
They will have many advantages
over the last Convention.
No experiments to devise; the
general and thndamental regulations being already laid
down.
He makes another objection m that, contrary to the articles
of our bill of rights, we may be taxed without our own consent ; that taxes may be imposed, although ew,ry member
from Virginia should oppose the measure.
The argument is
not accurate.
A tax imposed on the people of this state, by
our legislature, may be opposed by the members from the
county of Aibemarle, without being repugnant to our bill of
rights ; because Albemarle is represented, and the act of the
majority is binding on the minority.
In like manner, our
privilege of representation
in the federal government will
prevent any of the general laws from being unconstitutional
although contrary to the individual opinions of our representatives.
But it is' complained that they may suspend our laws.
The suspensi3n of the writ of habeas cor_us is only to take
place in cases of rebellion or invasion.
This is necessary in
those cases ; in every other case, Congress is restrained from
suspending it. In no other case can they suspend our laws ;
and this is a most estimable security.
But the influence of
New England and the other Northern States is dreaded;
there are apprehensions of their combining against us. Not
to advert to the improbability and illiberality of this idea, it
must be supposed that our population will, in a short period,
exceed theirs, as their country is well settled, and we have
very extensive uncultivated tracts.
We shall soon outnumber them in as great a degree as they do us at this time:
therefore this government, which, I trust, will last to the
remotest.ages, will be very shortly in our favor. Treason
consists m levying war against the United States, or in
adhering to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort.
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The punishment of this well-defined crime is to be declared
by Congress; no oppression, therefore, can arise on this
ground.
This security does away the objection that u,,,.
most grievous oppressions might happen under color of punishing crimes against the general government.
The limitation of the forfeiture to the life of the criminal is also an
additional privilege.
We are next told that there is wanting in this government
that responsibility which has been the salvation of Great
Britain, although one half of the House of Commons purchase their seats.
It has been already shown that we have
much greater security from our t_deral representatives
than
the people in England can boast.
But the worthy member
has found out a way of solving our difficulties.
He tells us
that we have nothing to fear, if separated fi'om the adopting
states; but to send on our money and men to Congress.
In
that case, can we receive the benefits of the union ? If we
furnish money at all, it will be our proportionate share.
The consequence will be, that we shall pay our share, without the privilege of being represented.
So that, to avoid
the inconvenience of not having a sufficient number of representatives, he would advise us to relinquish the number we
are entitled to, and have none at all. I believe, sir, there is
a great and decided majority of the people in favor of the
system ; it is so in that part of the country wherein I reside.
It is true, sir, that many of the people have declared against
a government, which, they were told, destroyed the trial by
jury ; against a government, sir, which established a standing army ; against a government which abridged the liberty
of the press; against a government which would tax all
their property from them; against a government which infringed the rights of conscience; and against a government,
sir, which should banish them to France, to be common
soldiers, and which would eventually destroy all their rights
and privileges.
This, sir, is the government of which they
have given their disapprobation.
Still, sir, a majorit_ have
considered this government in a different light, and have
given their approbation of it. I believe, sir, that, on a fair
and candid investigation, very few would oppose it. Those
who think that the evils I have enumerated will result from
it, exceed me in point of credulity.
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[The firstandsecondsections still underconsideration.]
Mr. CORBIN.
Mr. Chairman, permit me to make a few
observations on this great question, h is with great difficulty 1
prevail on myself to enter into the debate, when I consider
the great abilities of those gentlemen who have already
spoken on the subject.
But as I am urged by my duty to
my constituents, and as I conceive that the different manner
of treating the subject may make different impressions, I
shall offer my observations with diffident respect, but with
firmness and independence.
I will promise my acknowledgments to those honorable gentlemen who were in the federal Convention, for the able and satisfactory manner in
which they discharged their duty to their country. The in!roductory expression of " We, the people," has been thought
improper by the honorable gentleman.
I expected no such
objection as this.
Ought not the people, sir, to judge of that
government whereby they are to be ruled ? We are, sir,
deliberating on a question of great consequence to the people
of Araerica, and to the world in general.
We ought, therefore, to decide with extreme caution aud circumspection : it
is incumbent upon us to proceed without t,rejudice or prepossession.
Nomember of the committee entertains a greater
regard than myself for the gentleman on the other side, who
has placed himself in the front of opposition, (Mr. Henry.)
No man admires more than l do his declamatory talents ; but
I trust that neither declamation nor elegance of periods will
mislead the jud_ment_, of any member here, and that nothing
but the force of reasoning will operate conviction.
He has
asked, with an air of triumph, whether the Confederation
was not adequate to the purposes of the federal government :
permit me to say, No.
If, sir, perfection existed in that
system, why was the federal Convention called? Why did
every state except Rhode Island send deputies to that Convention ?
Was it not from a persuasion of its inefficacy ? If this
be not sufficient to convince him, let me call the recollection
of the honorable gentleman to other circumstances.
Let
him go into the interior parts of the country, and inquire into
the situation of the thrmers. He will be told that tobacco,
and other produce, are miserably low, merchandise dear, and
taxes high.
Let him go through the United States.
I-le
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will perceive appearances of ruin and decay ever 5 where.
Let him visit the sea-coast--go
to our ports and inlets.
In those ports, sir, where we had every reason to see the
fleets of all nations, he will behold but a few trifling little
boats ; he will every where see commerce languish ; the disconsolate merchant, with his arms folded, ruminating, in despair, on the wretched ruins of his fortune, and deploring the
impossibility of retrievingit.
The West Indies are blocked
up
against
us. those
Not islands
the British
but other
ex-;
clude
us from
; ouronly,
fur tradt,
gone nations,
to Canada
British sentinels within our own territories ; our posts withheld. To ttlese distresses we may add the derangement of
our finances : yet the honorable gentleman tells us they are
not sufficient to justify so radical a change.
Does he know
the consequences of deranged finances?
What confusions,
disorders, and even revolutions, have resulted from this cause,
in many natious[
Look at France at this time : that kingdom is almost convulsed ; ministers of state, and first princes
of the blood, banished ; manufacturers and merchants become
bankrupt, and the people discontented; all owing to the derangement of their finances.
"Ihe honorable gentleman must be well acquainted with
the debts due by the United States, and how much is due to
foreign nations. Has not the payment of these been shamefully withheld ? How long, sir, shall we be able, by fair
promises, to satisfy these creditors ? How long can we
amuse, by idle words, those who are amply possessed of the
means of doing themselves justice ? No part of the principal
is paid to those nations; nor has even the interest been paid
as honorably and punctually as it ought. Nay, we were
obliged to borrow money last year to pay the interest.
What! borrow money to discharge the interest of what was
borrowed, and continually augment the amount of the public
debt _ Such a plan would destro,y the richest country on
earth_ What is to be done ? Compel the delinquent states
to pay requisitions to Congress ? How are they to be compelled ? By the instrumentality of such a scheme as was
proposed to be introduced in the year 1784_? * Is this cruel
mode of compulsion eligible ? Is it consistent with the
• Alluding to a motion made in the House of Delegates, in the year 1784, to
enable Congress to compel the delinquent states to pay their respective quotaPo
by means of'an armed force.
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spirit of republicanism ? This savage mode, which could be
made use of under the Confederation, leads directly to civil
war and destruction. How different is this from the genius
of the proposed Constitution!
By this proposed plan, the
public money is to be collected by mild and gentle means;
by a peaceable and friendly application to the individuals of
the community : whereas, by the other scheme, the public
treasury must be supplied through the medium of the sword,
_e desolation and murderBby the blood of the citizens.
t we are told that there is too much energy in this system.
Coercion is necessary in every government. Justice, sir,
cannot be done without it. It is more necessary in federal
governments than any other, because of the natural imbecility
of such governments.
The honorable gentleman is possessed of much historical
knowledge. I appeal to that knowledge therefore. Will
he not agree that there was a coercive power in tile federal
government of the Amphictyonics ? The coercive power of
the Amphictyonic council was so great as to enable it to punisl, disobedience and refractory behavior in the most severe
manner. Is there not an instance of its carrying fire and
sword through the territories, and levelling to the ground
the towns, of those who disobeyed it ? [Here Mr. Corbin
mentions particular instances.] Is there no coercion in the
Germanic body ? This body, though composed of three
hundred different component sovereignties, principalities
and cities, and divided into nine circles, is controlled by one
superintending power, the emperor. Is there no coercive
power in the confederate government of the Swiss ? In the
alliance between them and France, there is a provision
whereby the latter is to interpose and settle differences
that may arise among them ; and this interposition has been
more than once used. Is there none in Holland? What
is the stadtholder ? This power is necessary in all gover.nmerits; a superintending coercive power is absolutely mdispensable. This does not exist under the present Articles
of Confederation. To vest it with such a power, on its
l_resent construction, without any alteration, would be extremely dangerous, and might lead to civil war. Gentlemen must, before this, have been convinced of the necessity
of an alteration. Our state vessel has sprung a leak; we
must embark in a new bottom, or sink into perdition.
The honorable gentleman has objected to the Constitu-
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tion, on the old worn-out idea that a republican government
is best calculated for a small territory.
If a re.public, sir
cannot be accommodated
to an extensive country, let me
ask, How small must a country be to suit the genius of republicanism?
In what particular extent of country can a
republica n govermnent exist ? If contracted into as small
a compass as you please, it nmst labor under many disadvantages.
Too small an extent will render a republic
weak, vulnerable, and contemptible.
Liberty, in such a
petty state, must be on a precarious footing; its existence
must depend on the philanthropy and good nature of its
neighbors.
Too large an extent, it is said, will produce
confusion and tyranny.
What has been so often deprecated
will be removed by this plan.
The extent of the United
States cannot render this government
oppressive.
The
powers of the general government are only of a general
nature, and their otOect is to protect, defend, and strengthen
the United States ; but the internal administration
of government is left to the state legislatures, who exclusively retain such powers as will give the states the advantages of
small republics, without _he danger commonly attendant oil
the weakness of such governments.
There are controversies even about the name of this
government.
It is denominated by _me a federal, by others
a consolidated government.
The definition given of it by
my honorable friend (Mr. Madison) is, in my opinion, accurate. Let me, however, call it by another name--a
represeutative federal republic, as contradistinguished
from a
confederacy.
Tile former is more wisely constructed than
t'_e latter; it places the remedy in the hands which feel the
disorder : the other places the remedy in those hands which
cause the disorder.
The evils that are most complained
of in such governments (and with justice) are thction, dissension, and consequent subjection of the minority to the
caprice and arbitrary decisions of the majority, who, instead of consulting the interest of the whole community
collectively, attend sometimes to partial and local advantages. To avoid this evil is perhaps the great desideratum
of republican wisdom; it may be termed the philosopher's
stone. Yet, sir, this evil will be avoided by this Constitution: faction will be removed by the system now under consideration, because all the causes which are generally pro-
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ductlve of faction are removed.
This evil does not take
its flight entirely; fi_r were jealousies and divisions entirely
at an end, it might produce such lethargy as would ultimate]y terminate in the destruction of liberty, to the preservation of which, watchfulness is absolutely necessary.
It
is transferred from the state legislatures to Congress, where
it will be more easily controlled.
Faction will decrease ill proportion to the dialinution of counsellors.
It is much easier
to control it in small than in large bodies.
Our state
legislature consists of upwards of one hundred and sixty,
which is a greater number than Congress will consist of at
first. Will not more concord and unanimity exist in one
than in thirteen such bodies ? Faction will more probably
decrease, or be entirely removed, if the interest of a nation
be entirely concentrated,
than if entirely dive_'sified
If
thirteen men agree, there will be no faction.
Yet if opposite, and of heterogeneous dispositions, it is impossible
that a majority of such clashing minds can ever concur to
oppress the minority.
It is impossible that this government,
which will make us one people, will have a tendency to
assimilate our situations, and is admirably calculated 1o produce harmony and unanimity, can ever admit of an oppressive
combination by one part of the Union against the other.
A confederate government is, of all others, best calculated
for an extensive country.
Its component individual governments are, of all others, best calculated for an extensive
country.
Its component individual governments admimster
and afford all the local conveniences
that the most compact
governments can do; and the strength and energy of the
confederacy
may be equal to those of any government.
A government of this kind may extend to all the western
world; nay, I may say, ad i_fi_zitum. But it is needless
to dwell any longer on this subject; for the objection that
an extensive territory is repugnant to a republican government applies against _his and every state in the Union, ex
cept Delaware and Rhode Island.
Were the objection well
founded, a republican government could exist in none of
the states, except those two.
Such an argument goes to
the dissolution of the Union, and its absurdity is demonstrated by our own experience.
But an objection is urged against this government because
of its power of laying diroct taxes.
Let me ask me honor
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able gentleman who opposes it on this ground, if he reflects
whether this power be indispensable or not. Sir, if it be
not vested with the power of commanding all the resources
of the state when necessary, it will be trifling.
Wars are as
much (and more) carried on by the length of the purse, as
by that of the sword.
They cannot be carried on with,,ut
money.
Unless this power be given to Congress, foreign
nations may crush you.
The concession of this power is
necessary to do Virginia justice, by compelling the delinquent states to pay as well as she: while she paid her
quotas, and her citizens were much distressed to pay their
taxes, other states most shamefully ileglected or refused to
pay their proportions.
I trust gentlemen
need not be
alarmed on the subject of taxation, nor intimidated by the
idea of double collectors, who, they tell us, will oppress and
ruin the people. From our attention to our situation, we
shall see that this mode of levying money, though indispensably necessary on great emergencies, will be but seldom
recurred to. Let us attend to the finances of this country.
Mr. CORBIN then stated the probable annual amount of
duties on imported articles throughout the continent,
including West India produce, which, he said, fi'om the best
calculation he c.ould procure, would exceed the annual expenses of the administration of the general government, including the civil list, contingent charges, and the interest of
the foreign and domestic debts, by eighty or ninety thousand
pounds; that, he said, would enable the United States to
discharge, in a few years, the principal debts due to foreign
nations; that, in the course of thirty years, that surplus
would enable the United States to perform the most splendid
enterprises.
He then concluded that no danger was to be
apprehended fi'om the power of direct taxation, since there
was every reason to believe it would be very seldom used.
He then made an estimate of the state debt, and clearly
proved that, with economical regulations, all the demands
of the internal administration of government would be paid
with facility and ease from the different resources of the
state; and that there would also be a considerable surplus,
which, with prudence and economy, might answer many
valu_d_le purposes.
Mr. Corbin then continued as follows: The honorable
gentleman declared in the most solemn manner, that, if he
could see one single trait in that government to secure lib
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erty,he would notoIOecttoit. I meet him on thisground.
Liberty is secured, sir, by the limitation of its powers,
which are clearly and unequivocally defined, and which
are to be exercised by our own representatives
freely
chosen.
What power is given that will endanger liberty?
I consider all the traits of this system as having a tendency to the security of our liberty.
I consider all its
powers necessary, and only given to avoid greater evils;
and if this conclusion of mine be well founded, let me ask
if public liberty is not secured by bars and adamautine bolts
msecured by the strongest guards and checks which human
ingenuity can invent.
Will this dread power of taxation
render liberty insecure?
Sir, without this power, other
powers will answer no purpose.
Government cannot exist
without the means of proc'uring money. My honorable friend
told us he considered this clause as the vitals of the Constitution. I will change the phrase, and say that I consider this
part as the lungs of the Constitution.
If it be sick, the
whole system is consumptive, and mu_ soon decay; and
this power can never be dangerous if the pfin_'iples of equal
and free representation
be fully attended to. While the
right of suffrage is secured, we have little to fear.
This
government, sir, fully secures us this nob!e privilege, on the
purest and simplest principles of equality
That number
which, in any one part of the country, has a right to send a
representative, has the same right in another part. What
does the Constitution say ? That thirty thousand shall have
one representative, no matter where. If this be not equal representation, what, in the name of God, is equal representation?
But, says the honorable gentleman, the Constitution
may be satisfied by one from each state.
I conceive there
is no fear of this. There is not a power to diminish the
bmmber. Does it not say that representatives shall be ap
portioned according to the number of the i_eople, and that
direct taxes shall be regulated by the same rules ? Virginia,
in the first instance, will have ten times as many as Delaware, and afterwards in proportion to their numbers.
What
is the criterion of representation ? Do the people wish
land only to be represented ? They have their wish: for
the qualifications which the laws of the states require to
entitle a man to vote for a state rep4'esentative are the qualifu'_ations required by this plarr to vote for a representative
to Congress ; and in this state, and most of the others, the
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possession of a freehold is necessary to entitle a man to the
ivilege of a vote. Do they wish persons to be represented ?
ere also they are indulged ; for the number of representatives is determined by the number of people: this ide,,
is so well attended to, that even three fifths of those who
are not free are included among those of whom thirty thousand shall have a right to elect one representative ; so that,
in either point of view, their wish is gratified.
Is not liberty
secured on this foundation ? If it be not secured by one or
the other mode, or by both, I am totally without reason.
Liberty seems intrenched on this ground.
But the gentleman objects that the number is not sufficient.
My opinion, with deference to that gentleman, and
others who may be of diffe.rent opinion from me, is, that it is
fully sufficient.
Being delegated solely tbr general purposes,
a few intelligent men will suffice; at least one for every
thirty thousand, aided by the Senate, seems sufficient.
Are
coml3inations, or factions, so often formed ill small as in numerous bodies ? Are laws better made in large than in small
assemblies ? Is not the influence of popular declaimers less
in small than in great bodies ? Would not a more numerous
representation
be very expensive ? Is economy of no consideration?
We ought, sir, to attend to the situation of the
people; and our measures should be as economical as possible, without extending, however, our parsimony to a dangerous length.
Ol!jeetions should be founded on just and real
grounds, and ought not to be urged out of a mere obstinacy.
Besides, it is by no means certain that a very numerous body
is more independent, or upright, than a small one.
Why
should the number of our representatives
be greater, Mr.
Chairman ? The county of Middlesex, in England, which
includes the cities of London and Westminster, contains upwards of nine hundred and ninety thousand souls, and yet
sends to Parliament no more than eight members.
Among
all the clamors of the people there, it never entered into the
brain of any of them that these eight were not enough.
They eomp|'ain that the boroughs of Old Sarum, Newton,
and Gatton, and other such places, should send each two
members to Parliament, although without houses or inhabitants, while the richest city sends but four. They also complain of the influence of the landed interest in some cases ;
tlmt the county of Cornwall sends forty members to Parlia-
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ment, although it pays but eighteen parts, out of five hundred
and thirteen, to the subsidy and land tax, when the county
of Middlesex, which is calculated to pay two hundred and
fifty parts out of five hundred and thirteen, sends but eight
members.
In that country, it has been uniformly found that
those members, who are chosen by numerous respectable
electors, make the greatest opposition to oppression and
corruption, and signalize themselves fi_r the preservation of
liberty.
The collective body of the commons there have
generally exerted themselves in the defence of freedom, and
have been successful in their exertions, notwithstanding
the
inequality of their election.
Our representatives are chosen
in the fairest manner; their election is founded in absolute
equality.
Is the American spirit so degenerated,
notwithstanding these advantages, that the love of liberty is more
predominant and warm in the breast of a Briton than in that
of an American ? When liberty is on a more solid foundation here than in Britain, will Americans be less ready to
maintain and defend it than Britons ? No, sir; the spirit of
liberty and independence
of the people of this country, at
present, is such that they could not be enslaved under any
government that could be described.
What danger is there,
then, to be apprehended from a government which is theoretically perfect, and the possible blemishes of which can
onl_ be demonstrated
by actual experience ?
The honorable gentleman then urges an objection respecting the militia, who, he tells us, will be made the instruments of tyranny to deprive us of our liberty.
Your militia,
says he, will fight against you.
Who are the militia?
Are
we not militia ? Shall we fight against ourselves ? No, sir;
the idea is absurd.
We are also terrified by the dread of a
standing army.
It cannot be denied that we ought to have
the means of defence, and be able to repel an attack.
If some of the community are exclusively inured to its defence, and the rest attend to agriculture, the consequence
will be, that the arts of war and defence, and of cultivating
the-soil, will be understood.
Agriculture will flourish, and
military discipline will be perfect.
If, on the contrary, our
defence be solely intrusted to militia, ignorance of arms and
negligence of farming will ensue : the former plan is, in every
respect, more to the interest of the state.
By it we shall
have good farmers and soldiers; by the latter we shall have
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neither, tf the inhabitants be called out on sudden emc,rgencies of war, lheir crops, the means of their subsistence,
may be destroyed by it. If we are called in the time oJ
sowing seed, or of harvest, the means of subsistence might
be lost; and the loss of one year's crop might have been
prevented by a trivial expense, if appropriated to the purpose
of supporting a part of the community, exclusively occupied
in the defence of the whole.
I conceive that this idea, if it
be a neu Tone, is yet founded on solid and very substantial
reasons.
But, sir, we are told of the expediency and propriety of previous amendments.
What end would it answer to
attempt it ? Will the states which have adopted the Constitution rescind their adopting resolutions?
Had we adopted
it, would we recede from it to please the caprice of any other
state ? Pride, sir, revolts at the idea.
Admitting this state
proposes amendments previous to her adoption, must there
not be another federal convention ? Must there not be also
a convention in each state ? Suppose some of our proposed
conditions to be rejected; will not our exclusion out of the
Union be. the consequence?
Or would other conventions
again be called, and would be eternally revolving and devising expedients, without coming to a final decision ? The
loss of the union, sir, must be the resuh of a pertinacious
demand of precedent conditions.
My idea is, that we should
go hand in hand with Massachusetts : adopt it first, and then
propose amendments of a general nature ; for local ones cannot be expected.
Consider the situation of Massachusetts,
commanding the north, and the importance and respectability
of Virginia to the south.. These, sir, are the two most populous, wealthy, and powerful states in the Union.
Is it not
very probable that their influence wotild have very great
weight in carrying any amendments ? Would any gentleman
turn a deaf ear to their solicitations?
By union alone can we
exist : by no other means can we be happy.
Union must be.
the object of every gentleman here.
I never yet have heard
any gentleman so wild and frantic in his opposition as to
avow an attachment to partial confederacies.
By previous
adoption, the union will be preserved; by insisting on alterations previcms to our adoption, the union may be lost, and
our political happiness destroyed by internal dissensions.
I
trust, therefi)re, that this Convention, after deliberate discussion, will not hesitate to determine on a prerkms raft-
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fication of a system which, even in its present form, seems
competent to the perpetual preservation of our security and
happiness.
Mr. HENRY then arose, and expressed a desire that the
honorable gentleman on the other side (Gov. Randolph)
should continue his observations on the subject he had left
unfinished the day before; that he had betbre, and would
now, give him a patient hearing, as he wished to be informed of every thing that
gentlemen
could urge in
defence of that system which appeared to him so defective.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman
who was last up has given us an opportunity of continuing
our observations, I shall, in resuming the subject, endeavor
to put this question in a more correct and accurate point
of view than it has yet been put in.
I took the liberty, yesterday,
of declaring to the house
the necessity of a national rather than a federal government, and that the union was necessary for Virginia for
many powerful reasons; that this necessity arose from the
certainty of her being involved in disputes and war with
the adjoining states, and the probability of an attack by foreign nations, particularly by those nations to which she is
greatly ill debt, and which she is unable to pay; from her
inability, to raise an army to protect her citizens from internal seditions and external attacks, and her inability to raise
a navy to protect her trade and her coasts against descents
and invasions.
I also, in the course of my argument on
this occasion, showed the imbecility of the present system,
in order to obviate and detet't the sophistry of that truly
delusive opinion, which has taken possession of the minds
of some gentlemen, that this shipwrecked vessel is sufficiently strong and sate, for us to embark in. Whether I
have succeeded or not, I have given the full effusions of
my soul, in my attempt to prove the futility of that opinion.
Permit me now to pursue the object of my inquiry respecting the powers necessary to be given to the general government.
I shall discard general considerations at present, as
1 wish to be as brief as possible, and take up the particular
idea of direct taxation.
Is it necessary that the legislative
power of the United States should be authorized to levy
taxes ? A strange question to be ag_itated in this house,
after hearing the delinquency of other states, and even of
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Vir_nia herself!
Money is the nerve m the life and soul
of a government.
It is the utmost folly to say that a government could be carried on without this great agent of
human affairs. Wars cannot be carried on without a full
and uncontrolled discretionary power to raise money in an
eli_ble manner.
Nay, sir, government cannot be administered in time of peace without this power.
For how is it
to be done ? It is needless to impress any further on the
minds of the gentlemen who hear me the necessity of this
power in governments.
If so, ought the general government to be more circumscribed in the power of providing
for its own safety and existence than any other government ? Ought it to depend for the means of its preservation on other bodies ? This is actually the case with the
Confederation.
The power of raising money was ,ominally
vested in that system.
In March, 1781, even Maryland, the
most backward state then, conceded that Congress should
have the power of receiving and demanding their proportionate quotas of the states.
This was an acknowledgme.t
of the necessity of vesting a power in Congress to raise
such sums as emergencies might require; but the means
which were proposed
have i_een found inadequate
to
compass the end : the propriety of the means is alone disputed.
No doubt it is the universal opinion of the people
of this commonwealth, that its legislature should have the
power of raising mo.ey at its own will and pleasure. There
are two ways whereby this may be effected m by requisitions, or taxation : there is no other manner ; for it'surpasses
the ingenuity of man to devise any other mode of raising
money than by one of these two methods.
If the alternative of requisitions be determined upon, as more eligible, it
will not avail without coercion.
If that of taxation be preferred, it will be sufficient without any coercion.
If our
legislature were to depend on requisitions for money to
answer the ends of government, then, sir, the absurdity and
sophistry of the arguments urged in defence of such a mode
of procuring money would strike the weakest intellect.
If
the mere pleasure of individuals were alone to be consulted,
if it were left to the choice of your people to pay or not,
your treasury would be much poorer than it is; and the
advoeates of this pernicious policy would perhaps be ashamed
of their pertinacity.
Suppose, for a moment, the only ex-
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Lsting mode of raising a revenue in Virginia to be that of
requisitions; suppose your requisitions sent on to every
county ; say ,that money is wamod ; assume t_ most pressing language--"
We earnestly entreat you; we hambly
supplicate and solicit you would filrnish us with one _housand or one hundred pounds, to defray the necessary charges
of our government!"
What would be the result of such
applications for vohmtary contributions?
You wotrld be
laughed at for your folly, for thinking human nature could
be thus operated upon. From my knowledge of human
nature, and of my countrymen, I am perfectly certain this
would be the case. The argument will be found good in
all cases ; it will admit of any extension.
I ask any gentleman in this house, if states would comply with what even
a few individuals would refuse ? Would not the requisitions
of Congress meet a similar fate? This, sir, has as often
happened as it has been the pleasure of the states to withhold the quotas. No" a shilling has been put into the
Continental treasury but with the utmost reluctance.
The
probable delinquency of other states has been the pretext
of non-compliance, with every state.
It has been thought
hard that oar General Assembly should pay when Congress
ordered us. Our representatives have been supposed careless of our intere_ in paying the demands of Congress,
while delinquencies happened in other states.
Punctuality,
sir, instead of being held in that estimation which it really
merits, has been looked upon as an improvident expenditure
of the substance of the people, and a subjection of the inhabitants to grievances and burdens to which the people of
delinquent states were not exposed.
This idea has been
held in many states, and would hold again.
Whosoever
depends on the mere right to demand their respective proportions of the sta_es, shows a total ignorance of human
actions, and betrays an unacquai,ltance
with the principles
of sure policy.
'l_he principal ends of all political institutions are the happiness and safety of the community:
but a
reliance on congressional requisitions would leav¢, tne country exposed an_ open to those who should choose to invade
us, or lead to such sedition and confusion among ourselves
as must subvert and destroy every object of human society.
If requisitions be not faithfully complied with, military coercion seems necessary : coercion, judiciously and moderately
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used, is proper; but, if severely and cruelly inflicted, begets
unconquerable aversion and hatred.
If the spirit of resentment actuates individuals, will not states be equally vindictive ? What species of military coercion could the genera_
government adopt for the enforcement of obedience to its
demands ? Either an army sent into the heart of a delinquent state, or blocking up its ports.
Have we lived to this,
then, that, in order to suppress and exclude tyranny, it is
necessary to render the most affectionate friends the most
bitter enemies ?-- set the father against the son, and make
the brother slay the brother ? Is this the happy expedient
th:tt is to preserve liberty?
Will it not destroy it ? If an
army be once introduced to force us, if once marched into
Virginia, figure to yourself what the dreadful consequence
will be : the most lamentable civil war must ensue.
Have
we any troops but militia to confront those disciplined bands
that would be seut to force our compliance with requisitions ?
The most virulent railings are vented against the federal
executive.
We are told that the President can fix himself
in the chair of state, establish himself as a monarch, and
destroy the liberties of the people.
It has too often happened that powers delegated for the
purpose of promoting the happiness of a community have
been perverted to the advancement of the personal emoluments of the agents of the people I but the powers of the
President are too well guarded and checked to warrant this
illiberal aspersion.
Let us candidly consider tile consequences of the favorite plan of requisitions, and see whether,
instead of imaginary or problematical, there be not real, palpable d lngers.
To compel your obedience, a rapacious
army will penetrate into the bosom of your country, carrying
destruction and desolation before it.
The commander of
such an army will be liable to the corruptions and passions
incident to other men.
]f he be possessed of military genius, address, and ambition, he may procure this army to
proclaim him king.
Who can tell the result?
Who can
oppose him with success ? Who can say to him, Sir, you
shall not be a despot ! The reasoning, however inconclusive
or illogical it may appear to some, is, in my estimation, more
accurate than arguments drawn from the possibility of a
President's becoming a tyrant.
Mr. Chairman, I should obieet to the so-much-admired al-
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ternative of gendemen, were there no other reason than the
danger of an army to enforce requisitions, and the danger of
its .general becoming our master.
I will not mention those
nauons that might be applied to for aid in such a case : it
could easily be procured, but the remedy would be worse
than the disease.
I speak with respect to Virginia alone.
Suppose our trade was to be taken into the hands of Congress; they would find little to satisfy their demands.
If
permitted by other nations, the compensation they could derive from the exclusive control of our trade would be but
trivial.
Great Britain, France, and Holland, are intimately
concerned to carry on trade with us: those nations would
disapprove of the measure ; and s,,eh evasions would be practised on such an occasion as would render it totally ineffectual.
If Congress were then to block up our ports, or send
an army into our country, Virginia would be in such a horrid situation as would induce her to call for the aid of foreign
nations : they have their eyes fixed on us ; they watch every
opportunity to avail themselves of our divisions.
It is their
interest we should be weak and divided.
Any of them
would readily engage in our dissensions ; none of them would
be displeased at our distractions.
But what would be their
object in assisting us ? On what principles have auxiliaries
ever been sent to the aid of a country?
Show me an instance (except the conduct of France to America) where
auxiliaries have not either attempted or actually made themselves masters of those they assisted. With respect to France,
her magnanimity to America is almost unprecedented.
She
has displayed a degree of disinterestedness
and generosity
not often exemplified in the annals of mankind.
Till France
.joined us, our troops were not able to withstand the enemy.
Yet the fate of many other nations ought to couvince us that
the assistance of foreigners is the most dangerous and the
last experiment that ought to be recurred to. Yet the predilection tbr retaining the power of direct taxation is not to
be overcome.
An expedient, proposed by a gentleman whom I do not
now see in the house, (Mr. George Mason,) is, that this
power shall be only given to the e.enerai government as an
alternative after requisitions shall have been refilsed.
The
most positive requisitions will be unavailable, and failure will
produce war. A fi)rmal refusal, or negligent non-compli-
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ance with the demands of Congress, under a knowledge o!
the existence of this execrated alternative, would be a p,'elude to active opposition.
I consider this expedient very little
better than the ineffectual mode of simple requisitions.
The
only difference is, that" it gives a little more time to a retractory state to provide itself with arms and foreign alliance, to
enable it to oppose the operation of this alternative, and resist
federal collectors, as was observed by the honorable _entleman in the chair.
The proper time will be picked for the
commencement of opposition, and tbr putting the bayonet to
the breasts of their tbllow-citizens.
Suppose a requisition to
be made on Virginia for two hundred thousand pounds : she
fails to comply: taxes are then to be collected in the common
manner.
Is it not probable that the aversion to the exercise
of this power by the general government will incite discontented minds to oppose it ? Then, sir, the dogs of war are
to be let loose, and inconceivahle mischief to ensue.
If the
inability of the people requires an extension of the time of
payment, let them be indulged as far as may be consistent
with a regard for the public exigencies;
but let us not be so
infatuated as to choose an expedient which must either be
inadequate to the destined purpose, or eventuate in bloodshed
and war. Requisitions, sir, however modified, must come
within this description ; they strike me with horror and disgust.
I would as soon see a separation from the Union, and
trust to the genius, patriotism, vigilance, and activity -- to the
morals and natural uprightness--of
the people, as ask a
government with no other powers than those whereof our
present system is possesse/i.
This is an improvement on
that system ; and if we reiect it, we are ruined.
Our credit is depressed and irretrievably gone, without a
change of that system which has caused its depression.
It
is humiliating and disgracefid to recur to loans, situated as
we are.
It is ruinous on any condition on which our credit
could be competent to obtain them ; though, under a regular,
judicious system of administration, tbey may be very salutary
and beneficial.
If some accounts he believed, your ambassador has received fi'om the king of France those stipends
whkh have supported him. Is this honorable ? Is it safe for
America ? Sat_ty, sir, Ibrhids so dishonorable and despicable acc, nduct as to leave our representatives in a state of absolute dependence on another power. Will not this situation be
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freely
and forcibly
represented
tohim?D "Remember, sir,
the
breadyou eatto-morrowdependson thebountyoftheCount
de Vergennesl" Is itpossible
that,inour presentcircumstances,
we can inspireany one with confidence
inourengagements? Where, in_the hour of distress
and calamity,
shallCongressbe abletoborrowmoney ? The presentrevenues are appropriated
to different
purposes,
and are,from
the incompetencyof requisitions,
inadequateto the public
exigencles.Admittingthe impostwillbe sufficiendy
productivetoenableCongresstodischarge
itsengagements,and
answer allthedemands ofgovernment,incaseofa war,will
notnecessity
and thefearof dangerrenderitnecessaryfor
thegeneralgovernmenttodiverttherevenues,
fromtheusual
appropriations,
tothedel_nceoftheUnion? The necessity
ofsucha diversion
doesnotlessenthecertain_y
thatthepubliccreditwould be destroyedby it. The interest
on the
publicdebtcouldnotbe paid;foreign
anddomesticcreditors
would be disappointed
and irritated;
and thedispleasure
of
the formermight leadto the most seriousconsequences.
What couldthe generalgovernmentdo,insucha situation,
withoutthe power of providingmoney by taxation
? Requisitions
would be fi'uidess
and ineffectual;
nor coulda
government,
whichdependedon sucha slender
and inefficien
fbrce,
meet with credulity
enough any where to trustit
Willyou exposetheContinentalCongresstosucha critical
distress ? Do you consult public liberty by reducing it to
an extremity, whereof none can with certainty foretell the
dangerous consequences ? Is it not laying a train by which
liberty is to be blown up ? By withholding a necessary
power, you may unwarily lay the foundation of usurpation
itself,
I conclude with my firm lmlief, that I show my friendship
tbr Virginia more steadfastly by discarding these requisitions,
than by any proposition I could suggest,
The benefits arising from loans are innumerable.
Every
nation, even the most wealthy and the oldest nations, have
found it necessary to recur to loans in time of war.
This
country has found it so even in time of peace ; but on a supposition of war, we must borrow money.
It will be inevitable. How can Congress have credit to borrow any sum to a
considerable amount, on any reasonable conditions, unless it
have fidi scope, and complete command over the resources of

KANVOLPm]

VIRGINIA,

121

the Union ? Whatever may be the visionary and fanciful
conclusions of political skeptics, the credit of a nation will
be found to be coi_xtensive with its ability.
If Congress
have an u,controlled power to raise money as contingencies
may render it necessaryr it can borrow with ease ; _ut i_ i.
have not this power, it is not possible that any confidence
can be ptrt in it.
The difficulty of justly apportioning the taxes among the
states, under the present system, has bet+n complained tJf;
the rule of apportionment being the value of all lands and improvements within the states.
The inequality between the
rich lands of James River and the barrens of Massachusetts
has been thought to militate against Virginia.
If taxes
could be laid according to the real value, no inconvenience
could follow ; lnlt, from a variety of reasons, this value was
very difficult to be ascertained ; and an error in the estimation
must necessarily have been oppressive to a part of the community.
But in this new Constitution, there is a more just
and equitable rule fixed--a
limitation beyond which they
cannot go. Representatives and taxes go hand in hand : according to the one will the other be regulated.
The number
of representatives
is determined by the number of inhabitants ; they have nothing to do but to lay taxes accordingly. I
will illustrate it by a familiar example.
At present, before
the population is actually numbered, the number of representatives is sixty-five. Of this number, Virginia has a right
to send ten ; consequently she will have to pay ten parts out
of sixty-five parts of any sum that may be necessary to be
raised by Congress.
This, sir, is the line. Can Congress
go _yond the bounds prescribed in the Constitution ? Has
Congress a power to say that she shall pay fifteen parts out
of sixty-five parts?
Were the), to assume such a power, it
would be. a usurpation so glaring, that rebellion would be the
immediate consequence.
Congress is only to say on what
subject the tax is to be laid. It is a matter of very little
consequence how it will be imposed, since it must be clearly
laid on the most productive article in each particular state.
wam surprised that such strong objections should have been
made ,o, and such fears and alarms excited by, this po_ver
of direct taxation, since experience shows daily that it is
neither inconvenient nor oppressive.
A collector goes to a
man's h_mse; the mart pays him with freedom, or makes ar
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apolog 3 ;or his inability to do it then : at a future day, if
payment be not made, distress is made, and acquiesced in
by the party.
What diffi_rence is there between this and
a tax imposed by Congress ? Is it not done by lawful authority ? The distinction is between a Virginian and Continental authority.
Yet, in both cases, it is imposed 19 oursel,es, through the nledium of our representatives.
When a
tax will come to be laid by Congress, the collector wi'l apply
in like manner, and in the same manner receive payment,
or an apology; at a future day, likewise, the same consequences will result from a failure.
I presume, sir, there is
a m:mifest similarity between the two cases.
When gentlemen complain of the novelty, they ought to advert to the
singular one that must be the consequence of the requisitions_an
army sent into your country to force you to
comply.
Will not this be the dissolution of the Union, if
ever it takes effect ? Let us be candid on this subject : lel
us see if the criterion here fixed be not equal and just.
Were the tax laid on one uniform article through the Union,
its operation would be oppressive on a considerable part of
the people.
When any sum is necessary fbr the general
government, every state will immediately know its exact
proportion of it, fi'om the number of their people and representatives;
nor can it be doubted that the tax will be laid
on each state, in the manner that will best accommodate the
people of such state, as thereby it will be raised with more
facility; for an oppressive mode can never be so productive
as the most easy for the people.
The system under consideration is objected to in an
unconnected
and irregular manner:detached
parts are attacked without considering the whole : this, sir, is disingenuous and unreasonable.
Ask if the powers be unnecessary.
If the end proposed can be obtained by any other means, the
powers may be unnecessary.
Infallibility was not arrogated
by the Convention:they
included in the system those
powers they thought necessary.
If you do not think the
ceding those powers indispensable,
never give them up.
But, I trust, this power of imposing direct taxes has been
_l_hOVedto be essential to the very existeoce of the Union.
e advocates for the national government, circumstanced
as they are, with the accession of so many states, never
will g_ve their assent to leave it in the power of the states
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to sacrifice the Union.
It has been observed, by an honorable gentleman
over the way, (Mr. George Mason,) tha!
there could not be a t_llow-feeling
between the national
representatives
and their constituents, and that oppression
must be inseparable from their exercise of the power of
imposing taxes.
I beg leave to remind you of" a similar
complaint made on a similar occasion.
I aUude to the
Scotch union.
If gentlemen cast their eyes to that period,
they will find there an instructive similitude between our
circumstances and the situation of those people.
'l'he advocates tbr a union with England declared th.tt it would he a
foundation of lasting peace, remove all jealousies bt,tween
them, increase their strength and riches, and euable them to
resist more effectuzdly the e_)rts of the Pretender.
These
were irresistible arguments, one would be inclim,d to believe; arguments a priori, which chMlenge conviction, and
which appear perfectly conclusive, since now verified by
actual events.
Yet the opposers of that union declaimed
that the independence of Scotland was gone ; that the. peerage of Scotland was degraded; that the people of England
would alone be gainers; and that the people of Scotland
would be the losers.
How are the facts ? Both kingdoms
have derived great benefits from that union, and the predictions of the advocates tbr that union have been fifily verified.
The arguments used on that occasion apply with more cogency to our situation.
The people of Rhode Island may say their independence
will be lost by a union with the other states ; that they will
be degraded, their consequence lost, and their liberties endangered.
Many such specious and plausible arguments
may be urged by their great men, who would no longer retain
the import_mce'which their paper money, and other causes,
give them in a single state ; yet the topographical situation
of that state renders union more essential to its existence
than to that of any other state.
It is urged that the independence of Virginia will be gone by lhe union.
Will not
all the happy effects of the union I have.just mentioned, and
more, redound to Virginia from this union ? But our representatives are suspected.
On a further inspection of the
system before you, this objection must vanish.
Ten representatives will h_ve no fiqlow-feeling for their constituents!
Will not the people choose men of integrity, and in similar
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circumstances
with themselves, to represent them?
What
laws can they make that will not operate on themselves and
friends, as well as on the rest of the people ? Will the
ople re61ect the same men to repeat oppressive legislation ?
ill the people commit suicide against themselves, and discard all those maxims and principles of interest and selfpreservation which actuate mankind in all their transactions ?
Will the ten miles square tr,msform out" representatives into
brutes and tyrants ? I see no grounds to distrust them : but
suppose they will be inclined to do us mischief; how can
they effect it ? If the federal necessities call for the sum of
sixty-five thousand pounds, our proportion of that sum is ten
thousand pounds.
If, instead of this just proportion, they
should require a greater sum, a conflict would ensue.
What
steps could they take to enfbrce the payment of the unjust
and. tyrannical demand?
They must summon up all the
gemus of better men; but in case of actual violence, they
could not raise the thousandth part of tell thousand pounds.
In case of a struggle, sir, the people would be irresistible.
If they should be so liable to lapse from virtue, yet would
not one man be found, out of a muhitude, to guard the interests of the people--not
one man to hold up his head to
discover the tyrannical projects of a corrupt and depraved
majority ?
Suppose the House of Representatives all equally infatuated, and determined on so wicked an intention as to infringe
the rights of the people ; they have not the whole authority
in their own hands.
There are twenty-six senators, distinguished for their wisdom, not elevated by popular favor, but
chosen by a select body of intelligent men: will they also
be corrupt ? Will their honor and virtue be contaminated
and disgraced in one instant ? Sixty-five representatives
and twenty-six senators are then to be suddenly changed
from.upright men to monsters: ninety-one persons, selected
for superior qualities, are to compose this Pandemonium of
iniquity.
The supposition of their degenerating to such a
degree is unwarrantable, and inconsistent with an admission
of their being freely chosen by a people capable of discerning merit ; and should a majority ever be so forgetful of their
duty as to wish to trample on the immunities of the people,
there is no reason to doubt that some of them will be so far
inspired with a zeal for liberty as to warn their country of
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any dangerous combinations against their privileges
The
people, to heighten their security, may send those to the
general government who have been signalizt,d for their wis
dora and virtue.
What security have the people of Virginia
against the possible abuses of their legislature, that is nm
here ? But their number is objected to, as being too small.
I should reluctantly assent to this representative
body, did 1
conceive it consisted of too t_w.
It is an established maxim, that such a body ought to be
numerous enough to be well acquainted with the interest of
the people, to prevent corruption, and give a chance to men
of merit to be elected.
If the number be not sufficient for
these purposes, I confess it to be a defi'ct.
The number is
sixty-five, of which ten represent this state.
Cannot they
infi)rm themselves of the situation of America ? I appeal to
those who hear me, if they could not rely on the intelligence
of ten men they could fix upon, sooner than upon any crowd
they could I.ave.
I do not reflect on my cou,_trymen; but
there is a certain listlessness and inattention to the interest
of the community., such indecision or faction in numerous
bodies, that I would rather depend on the virtue and knowledge of some few men than on ever so many.
The mode
of their election must induce us to believe that they _ ill be
men of experience and information.
The state will lie laid
off and divided into ten districts : from each of these a man
is to be elected.
He must be really the choice of the people,
not the man who can distribute the most gold ; for the riches
of Croesus would not avail. The qualifications of the electors being the same as those of the representatives
tbr the
state legislatures, and the election being under the control
of the legislature, the prohibitor)' provisions against undue
means of procuring votes to the state representation extend
to the t_deral representatives:
the extension of the sphere
of election to so considerable a district will render it impossil)le tbr contracted influence, or local intrigues, or personal
interest, to procure an election.
Inquiries will be made, by
the voters, into the characters of the candidates.
Greater
talents, and a more extensive reputation, will be necessary
to procure an election for the federal than for the state representation.
The |_deral representatives must therefore be
well known tbr their integrity, and their knowledge ot the
country they represent.
We shall have ten men thus elected
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What are they going yonder for ? Not to consult for Virginia alone, hut for the interest of the United States collectively.
Will not such men derive sufficient information
from their own knowledge of their respective states, and
fi'om the codes of the different states?
The want of information ought no longer to be urged as an objection.
With respect to merit, sir, the house must be satisfied that
there is ample room for it. A cottager will receive the votes
of this country, as well as the descendant of any aristocrat
of this country.
Is it not notorious that virtue and ability
have been preferred generally, here, to virtue and connections ?
The present number, sixty-five, is to tre increased according
to the progressive augmentation of the number of the people.
From the present number of inhabitants, which is estimated
at three hundred and fifty-two thousand whites, and two
hundred and thirty-six thousand blacks, we shall be entitled
to fifteen representatives.
But here another ol!}ection will
be offered: it will be complained that the taxes will be increased according to the number of representatives;
on
which I will only observe here, that the same rule operates
in all the states, and that it is not more uqiust or oppressive
in one state than in another.
The number of representatives
is as great as can be paid by America at this time; and
whatever other genflemen may conclude on that subiect, I
think, for my part, that it would be fortunate if the number
was to continue as it is at present for a long time; or, at
least, that it should be limited not to exceed a certain
amount ; for, if you swell the legislative list to such a degree
as the increase of population, at a reasonable calculation,
will, at a period not very remote, entitle the people to send,
it will introduce corruption and confusion, and prevent that
secrecy without which success can never be expected in
negotiations or other ti'ansactions.
It was my purpose to
answer the objections against the power of the national
government to lay direct taxes, and against the mode of
representation.
It is needl,,'ss to dwell much longer on the subject.
Were
one to rise from the dead to declare the expediency of that
power, I could not be more firmly persuaded than I am now
of its propriety.
To dissuade us from conceding this power,
gentlemen alarm us with apprehensions that the most mtolerahle oppressions will be committed by the federal collectors.
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Let us consider this dispassionately, and whether the idea
be well fbunded, which is suggested, that a conflict will
frequently happen between the state and congressional collector for property seized and claimed by both. If there be
no necessity, or strong temptation, to increase the present
numberof officers, no addition will be made to them. Congress will have every inducement, and, from the mode of
their appointment, must be inclined, to lighten the burdens
of the people. They can derive no advantage from a contrary conduct. In other countries, where the fate of the
poor is wretched, officers are created merely for the emolument of certain individuMs; but, by the structure of this
government, the interest of the people must always be considered; nor will any but necessary officers be created.
The number of officers, and their compensations, will be as
inconsiderable as the nature of thei,' business will admit of.
With respect to collectors of the general taxes, I have not
the least doubt that Congress will employ the state officers
and sheriffs, because it will be economical, and agreeable to
the people; a considerable sum will be saved by it. They
will employ such men, Mr. Chairman, unless they determine
to throw away the public money in an unjustifiable manner.
They. will never adopt measures which may prodt,ce discontent in the country, when they can effect the same purpose
by peaceable and satisfactory means. With regard to any
personal abuse or misconduct of a collector, such an officer
would be amenable to the laws, like any other citizen. He is
only protected by the law where he acts lawfully: in such
cases, the evil would not be repeated; it would not continue. Congress can take away their offices from such
men as abuse them, and give them to others. It cannot be
believed that they will carry their wickedness so far as to
trust men of this stamp.
As to the mode of paying the taxes, little need be said :
it is immaterial which way they are to be..paid ; for they are
to be paid only once. I had an objection which pressed
heavily on my mind : I was solicitous to know the objects of
taxation. 1 wished to make some discrimination with regard
to the demands of Congress, and of the states, on the same
object. As neither can restrain the other in this case--as
th7 power of both is unlimited _it will be their interest
umtually to avoid interferences : it will most certainly be the
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;nterest of either to avoid imposing a tax on an article which
Marl have been previously taxed by the other.
This considera_ion, and the structure of the government, satisfy me.
I cannot foretell, in the course of hmnan events, what Vir_nia and the United States may be exposed to, blindfolded
as I am with respect to futurity; but I would not restrain
Congress in this case, unless I meant to destroy the government itself. What will be the consequence of withholding
this power from Congress ? Will it not be reduced to the most
_iangerous distress, if a war should happen ? The case has
happened, and may again.
In case of domestic war, or an
invasion, every shilling they could lay their hands on would
be necessary, but not sufficient, to carry it on. What could
the general government do without this force to procure
money, for the prosecution of the war and its other exigencies ? [ beg the friends of the Union to consider the
necessity of this power: without it we may abandon the
government altogether:
it is the soul of the government;
no
substitute will answer in its stead.
The history of other
confederacies will instruct us that the general government
must operate on the individuals of the community, or else be
totally insufficient.
Not anciealt confederacies
only, but
certain modern ones, will point out to us the horrid situation
in which these states must be involved, unless the general
government be vested with this power.
The history of those
confederacies will discover to us the dreadful _isfortunes
which their people will have suffered by the imbecility of
their governments.
If some other gentleman will not, I
shall discover, at another opportunity, that mournful history.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman,
in considering this
great subject, I trust we shall find that part which gives the
general government 1:he power of laying and collecting taxes
indispensable, and essential to the existence of any efficien_t
cr weU-organized system of government:
if we consult rea.,on, and he ruled by its dictates, we shall find its justificaii3n thece: if we review the experience we have had, or
contemplate the history of nations, here we find ample reasons to prove its expediency.
There is little reason to deFend for necessary supplies on a body which is fully po_
sessed of the power of withholding them.
If a government
depends on other governments for its revenues--if
it must
depend on the voluntary contributions of its members--its
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existence
must be precarious.A governmentwhich relies
on thirteen
independentsovereignties
forthe means of its
existence,
isa solecismintheoryand a mere nullity
inpractice.Is itconsistent
with reasonthatsucha government
can promotethc happinessof any people? Itissubversive
of everyprinciple
of sound policy,
to.trust
the safetyof a
community with a government totally destitute of the means
of protecting itself or its members.
Can Congress, after the
repeated unequivocal proofs it has experienced of the utter
inutility and inefficacy of requisitions, reasonably expect that
they would be hereafter effectual or productive ? Will not
the same local interests, and other causes, militate against
a compliance ? Whoever hopes the contrary must ever be
disappointed.
The effect, sir, cannot be changed without a
removal of the cause.
Let each county in this commonwealth be supposed free and independent;
let your revenues depend on requisitions of proportionate
quotas from
them ; let application be made to them repeatedly:his
it to
be presumed that they would comply, or that an adequate collection could be made from partial compliances ? It is now
difficult to collect the taxes from them: how much would
that difficulty be enhanced, were you to depend solely on
their generosity ! I appeal to the reason of every gentleman
here, whether he is not persuaded that the present Confederation is as feeble as the government of Virginia would be
in that case: to the same reason I appeal, whether it be
compatible with prudence to continue a government of such
manifest and palpable debility.
If we recur to history, and review the annals of mankind.
I undertake to say that no instance can be produced, by the
most learned mail, of any confederate government that will
justify a continuation of the present system, or that will not
demonstrate the necessity of this change, and of substituting.
for the present pernicious and fatal plan, the system now
under consideration, or one equally energetic.
The uniform
conclusion drawn from a review of ancient and modern confederacies is, that, instead of promoting the public happiness.
or securiu_ public tranquillity, they have, in every instance.
been pro&lctive of anarchy and confusion, ineffectual for
the preservation of h_rmony, and a prey to their own dissensions and foreio_n invasions.
The Amphictyonic league resembled our Cordederation in
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its nominal powers; it was possessed of rather more power.
The component states retained their sovereignty, and enjoyed an equality of suffrage in the federal council.
But,
though its powers were more considerable in many respects
than those of our present system, yet it had the same radical
deject.
Its powers were exercised over its individual members, in their political capacities.
To this capital defect it
owed its disorders and final destruction.
It was compelled
to recur to the sanguinary
coercion of war to enforce its
decrees.
The struggles consequent on a refusal to obey a
decree, and an attempt to enibrce it, produced the necessity
of applying to foreign assistance.
By complying with such
an application, together with his intrigues, Philip of Macedon acquired sufficient influence to become a member of the
league.
This artful and insidious prince soon after became
master of their liberties.
The Achaean league, though better constructed than the
Amphictyonic, in material respects, was continually agitated
with domestic dissensions, and driven to the necessity of
calling in foreign aid; this, also, eventuated in the demolilion of their confederacy.
Had they been more closely
united, their people would have been happier;
and their
united wisdom and strength would not only have rendered
unnecessary all foreign imerpositions
in their affairs, but
would have enab}ed them to repel the attack of an enemy.
If we descend to more modern examples, we shall find the
same evils resulting from the same sources.
The Germanic system is neither adequate to the external
defence nor internal felicity of the people.
The doctrine of
quota_ and requisitions flourishes here.
Without energy,
without stability, the empire is a nerveless body.
The most
furious conflicts, and the most implacable animosities, between its meml_rs, strikingly distinguish its history.
Concert and cooperation are incompatible with such an injudiciously constructed system.
The republic of the Swiss is sometimes instanced for its
stabiiily ; but even there: dissensions and wars of a bloody
nature have been frequently seen between the cantons.
A
pecul'l;_r coincidence of circumstances contribules to the continuance of their political connection.
Their feeble association owes its existence to their singnlar situation.
There
is a schism, this moment, in their confederacy, which, with-
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out the necessity of uniting for their external defence, woult.
immediately
produce its dissolution.
The cont_derate
government
of Holland is a further confirmation
of the characteristic
imbecility
of such govertJ
meats.
From tile history of this government
we might derive
lessons of the most important
utility.
[Here Mr. Madison quoted sundry passages from De Witt respecting
the people of Holland, and the war which they had so long supported
against the Spanish monarch, showing the impohtic and injudmious structure of their confederacy ; that it was entirely destitute of energy, because
their revenues depended chiefly on requisitions; that, during that long
war, the provinces of Guelderland and Overyssel had not paid their re.
speetive quotas, but had evaded, altogether, their payments; in consequence of which, two sevenths of the resources of the community had
never been brought into action, nor contributed in the least towards the
prosecution of the war ; that the fear of pressing danger sumulated Holland and the other provinces to pay all the charges of the war ; that those
two provinces had continued their delinquencies ; that the province of Holland alone paid more than all the rest -- still those provinces who paid up
their proportional shares claimed ]'romthe failing states the amount of their
arrearages; that the most fatal consequences had nearly resulted from the
difficulty of adjnstmg those claims, and from the extreme aversion of the
delinquent states to discharge even their most solemn engagements ; that
there are existing controversies between the provinces on this account at
present; and, to add to the evils consequent Upon requisitions, that unanimity, and the revision and sanction of their constituents, were necessary
to give validity to the decisions of the States-General.]
Mr.

Madison

then

added,

that

these

radical

defects

in

their confederacy
must have dissolved their association
long
ago, were it not fur their peculiar position _ circumscribed
in a narrow territory;
surrounded
by the most powerful nations in the world;
possessing
peculiar
advantages
fi'om
their
situation _an
extensive
navigation
and a powerfu.
navy _ advantages
which it was clearly the interest of those
nations to diminish or deprive them of; and that their late
unhappy
dissensions
were manifestly
produced
by the vices
of their system.
He then continued
: We may derive much
benefit from the experience
of that unhappy country.
Governments
destitute
of energy
will ever produce anarchy.
These facts are worthy
the most serious consideration
of
every gentleman
here.
Does not the history of these cotlfederacies coincide with the lesson drawn from our own experience ? I most earnestly
pray that America
may have
sufficient wisdom to avail herself of the instructive
information she m:ly derive

from a contemplation

of thesources
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their misfortunes, and that she may escape a similar fate by
avoiding the causes ti'om which their infelicity sprang.
If
the general government is to depend on the voluntary contribution of the states for its support, dismemberment of the
United States may be the consequence.
In cases of imminent danger, the states more immediately exposed to it only
would exert themselves ; those remote t_om it would be too
supine to interest themselves warmly in the fate of those
whose distresses they did not immediately perceive.
The
general government ought, therefore, to be empowered to
defend the whole Union.
Must we not suppose that those parts of America which
are most exposed will first be the scenes of war ?" Those
nations whose interest is incompatible with an extension of
our power, and who are jealous of our resouices to become
powerful and wealthy, must naturally be inclined to exert
every means to prevent our becoming formidable.
Will they
not be impelled to attack the most exposed parts of the
Union ? Will not their knowledge of the weakness of our
government stimulate them the more readily to such an attack?
Those parts to which relief can be afforded with
most difficulty are the extremities of the country, and will
be the first objects of our enemies.
The general government,
having no resources beyond what are adequate to its existing
necessities, will not be able to afford any effectual succor to
those parts which may be invaded.
America, in such a case, would palpably perceive the
danger and fblly of withholding from the Union a power
sufficient to protect the whole territory of the United States.
Such an attack is far fi'om improbable; and if it be actually
made, it is difficult to conceive a possibility of escaping the
catastrophe of a dismemberment.
On this subject we may
receive an estimable and instructive lesson from an American confederacy--fi'om
an example which has happened in
our country, and which applies to us with peculiar force,
being most analogous to our situation: I mean that species
of association or union which subsisted in New England.
The colonies of Massachusetts,
Bristol, Connecticut,
and
New Hampshire, were confederated together.
The object of that confederacy was, primarily, to de/end
themselves against the inroads and depredations of the Indians.
They had a common council, consisting of deputies
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from each party, with an equality of suffrage in their delib
erations.
The general expenditures
and charges were to be
adequately
defrayed.
Its powers were very similar to those
of the Confederation.
Its history proves clearly that a _ov
ernment
founded on such principles
must ever disapl_int
the hopes of those who expect its operation
to be conducive
to the public happiness.
There are facts on record to prove that, instead of answering the end of' its institution,
or the expectation
of its
framers, it was violated with impunity, and only regarded
when it coiucided
perfectly with tile views and immediate
interests of the respective
parties.
The strongest
member of the union availed itself of its
circumstances
to infringe their confederacy.
Massachusetts
refused
to pay its quotas.
In the war between
England
and Holland,
it was fbund particularly
necessary
to make
exertions for the protection
of that country.
Massachusetts,
bein_ then more powerful
and less exposed than the other colonies, refused its contributions
to the
general defence.
In consequence
of this, the common council remonstrated
against the council of Massachusetts.
This
altercation
terminated
in the dissolution
of their union.
From this brief account of a system perfectly resembling
our
present
one, we may easily divine the inevitable
consequences of a longer adherence
to the latter.
[Mr. Madison then recapitulated many instances of the prevalent persuasion of the wisest patriots of the states, that the safety of all America
depended on union, and that the government of the United States must
be possessed of an adequate degree of energy, or that otherwise their conllection could not be justly denominated a union. He likewise ChUrner.
ated the expedients that had been attempted by the people of America to
form an intimate association, from the meeting at New York, in the year
1754, downwards ; that their sentiments on thts subject had been uniform,
both in their colouial and independent conditions ; and that a variety of
causes had hitherto prevented the adoption of an adequate system.]
He then continued
thus: If we take experience
for our
guide, we shall find still more instructive
direction
on this
subject.
The
weakness
of the existing
articles
of the
Union showed
itself during
the war.
It has manifested
itselt, since the peace, to such a degree
as admits of no
doubt, to a rational, intelligent,
and unbiased
mind, of the
necessity of alteration ; nay, this necessity is obvious to all
America;
it has forced itself on the minds of the people.
19
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"[he committee has been informed that the Confederation
was not completed till the year 1781, when a great portion
of the war was ended ; consequently, no part of the merit of
the antecedent operations of the war could justly be attributed to that system.
Its debility was perceived almost as
soon as it was put in operation.
A recapitulation of the
proofs which have been experienced of its inefficacy is unnecessary.
It is most notorious that feebleness universally
marked its character.
Shall we be safe, in another war, in
the same situation ? That instrument required the voluntary
contributions of the states, and thereby sacrificed some of our
best privileges.
The most intolerable and unwarrantable oppressions were committed on the people during the late war.
The gross enormity of those oppressions mizht have produced
the most serious consequences, were it no_ for the spirit of
liberty, which preponderated against every consideration.
A scene of iqjustice, partiality, and oppression, may bring
heavenly vengeance on any people.
We are now, by our
suffering, expiating the crimes of the otherwise glorious
revolution.
Is it not known to every member of this committee, that the great principles of a free government were
reversed through the .whole progress of that scene?
Was
not every state harassed ? Was not every individual oppressed, and subjected to repeated distresses?
Was this
right ? Was it a proper form of government that warranted,
authorized, or overlooked, the most wanton deprivation of
property?
Had the government been vested with complete
power to procure a regular and adequate supply of revenue,
those oppressive measures would have been unnecessary.
But, sir, can it be supposed that a repetition of such measures would ever be acquiesced in ? t_an a government that
stands in need of such measures secure the liherty, or promote the happiness or glory, of any country ? If we do not
change this system, co.nsequences must ensue that gentlemen do not now apprehend.
If other testimony
were
necessary, I might appeal to that which I am sure is very
weighty, but which | mention with reluctance.
At the
conclusion of the war, the man who had the most extensive
acquaintance ivith the nature of the country, who well understood its interests, and who had given the most unequivocal and most brilliant proofs of attachment to i_s welfare,
when he laid down his arms, wherewith he had so nobly
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and successfully defended his country, publicly testified his
disapprobation of the present system, and suggested tha,
some alteration was necessary to render it adequate to the
security of our happiness.
I did not introduce that great
name to bias any gentleman here. Much'as I admire and
revere the man, I consider these members as not to be
actuated by the influence of any man ; but I introduced him
as a respectable witness to prove that the Articles of the
Confederation were inadequate, and that we must resort to
something else. His modesty did not point out what ought
to be done, but said that some great change was necessary.
But, sir, testimony, if wished for, may be found i, abundance, and numerous conclusive reasons urged for this
change.
Experience was daily producing such irresistible
proofs of the defects of this system, this commonwealth was
induced to exert her influence to meliorate it: she began
that noble work, in which I hope she will persist: she proposed to revise it ; her proposition met with that concurrence
which that of a respectable party will always meet.
I am
sure, if demonstration were necessary on the part of this
commonweahh, reasons have been abundantly heard, in the
course of this debate, manifold and cogent enough, not only
to operate conviction, but to disgust an attentive
hearer.
Recollect the resolution of the year 1784.
It was then
found that the whole burden of the Union was sustained by
a few states.
This state was likely to be saddled with a
very disproportionate share.
That expedient was proposed
(to obviate this inconvenience)
which has been placed in
its true light.
It has been painted in sufficient horrors by
the honorable gendeman who spoke last.
I agree with the honorable gentleman (Mr. Henry)that
national splendor and glory are not our objects ; but does he
distinguish between what will render us secure and happy
at home, and what will render us respectable abroad ? If we
be free and happy at home, we shall be respectable abroad.
The Confederation is so notoriously feeble, that foreign
nations are unwilling to form any treaties with us ; they are
apprized that our general government cannot perform any
of its engagements, but that they may be. violated at pleas
ure by any of the states.
Our _,iolation of treaties already
entered into proves this truth unequivocally.
No natiop
will. therefore, make any stipulations with Congress, con
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cedi_Lg
any advantagesofimportancetous:theywillbe the
more averse to entering into engagements with us, as the
imbecility of our government enables them to derive many
advantages from our trade, without granting us any retunh
But were this country united by proper bands, in addition to
other great advantages, we could form very beneficial treaties with foreign states.
But this can never happen without
a change in our system.
Were we not laughed at by the
minister of that nation, from which we may be able yet to
extort some of the most salutary measures for this country ?
Were we not told that it was necessary to temporize till our
government acquired consistency?
(Viii any nation relinquish national advantages to us ? You will be greatly disappointed, if you expect any such good effects from this contemptible system.
Let us recollect our conduct to that
country fi'om which we have received the most friendly aid.
How have we dealt with that benevolent ally ? Have we
complied with our most sacred obligations to that nation ?
Have we paid the interest punctually from year to year ? Is
not the interest accumulating, while not a shilling is discharged of the principal?
The magnanimity and forbearanee of that ally are so great that she has not called upon us
for her claims, even in her own distress and necessity.
This, sir, is an additional motive to increase our exertions.
At this moment of time a very considerable amount is due
from us to that country and others.
[Here Mr. Madison mentionedthe amountof the debts due to different
foreign nations.]
We have been obliged to borrow money even to p.ay the
interest of our debts.
This is a ruinous and most disgraceful
expedient.
Is this a situation on which America can rely
for security and happiness?
How are we to extricate ourselves?
The honorable member told us we might rely on
the punctuality and friendship of the states, and that they
will discharge their quotas for the future.
The contributions
of the states have been found inadequate from the beginning, and are diminishin_ instead of increasing.
From the
month of June, 1787, till June, 1788, they have only paid
276,641 dollars into the federal treasury for the purposes of
supportin_ the national government, and discharging the inlerest of the national debts -- a sum so very insufficient, that
it must greatly alarm the fi'iends of their country
Surges-
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tions and strong assertions dissipate before these facts, l
shall no longer fatigue the committee at this time, but will
resume the subject as early as I can.
Mr. HENRY.
I have thought, and still think, that a fuP
mvestigation of the actual situation of America ought to pre
cede any decision on this great and important question.
That government is no more than a choice among evils, is
acknowledged by the most intelligent among mankind, and
has been a standing maxim for a_.es. If it be demonstrated
that the adoption of the new plan is a little or a trifling evil,
then, sir, I acknowledge that adoption ought to follow ; but.
sir, if this be a truth, that its adoption may entail misery op
the free people of this country, I then insist that rc_ection
ought to follow. Gentlemen strongly urge, its adoption will
be a mighty benefit to us ; but, sir, I am made of so incredulous materials, that assertions and declarations do not satisfy
me. I must be convinced, sir. I shall retain my infidelity
on that subject till I see our liberties secured in a manner
perfectly satisfactory to my understanding.
There are certain maxims by which every wise and enlightened people will regulate their conduct.
There are
certain political maxims which no free people ought ever to
abandon--maxims
of which the observance is essential to
the security of happiness.
It is impiously irritating the
avenging hand of Heaven, when a people, who are in the
filll enjoyment of freedom, launch out into the wide ocean
of human affdrs, and desert those maxims which alone can
preserve liberty.
Such maxims, humble as they are, are
those only which can render a nation safe or formidable.
Poor little humble republican maxims have attracted the
admiration, and engaged the attention, of the virtuous and
wise in all nations, and have stood the shock of ages.
We
do not now admit the validity of maxims which we once
delighted in. We have since adopted maxims of a different,
but more refined nature _new
maxims, which tend to the
prostration of republicanism.
We have one, sir, that all men are by nature free and inde..
pendent, and have certain inherent rights, of which, when the_
enter into society, they cannot by any compact deprive or divest
their posterity.
We have a set of maxims of the same spirit,
which must be beloved by evizr)' fi'iend to liberty, to virule, tc
mal_kind : our bill of rights contains those admirable maxims

1_8

DEBATES

[HEN_

Now, sir, I say, let us consider whether the picture given
of American affairs ought to drive us from those beloved
maxims.
The honorable gentleman, Governor Randolph, has said
that it is too late in the day for us to reject this new plan.
That system which was once execrated by the honorable
member must now be adopted, let its defects be ever so
glaring.
That honorable member will not accuse me of
want of candor, when 1 cast in my mind what he hz:s
given the public,++ and compare it to what has happened
smce.
It seems to me very strange and unaccountable theft
that which was the object of his execration should now re+'eive his encomiums.
Something extraordinary must have
operated so great a change in his opinion.
It is too late in
the day!
Gentlemen
must excuse me if they should declare, agam and again, that it was too late, and I should
think differently.
I never can believe, sir, that it is too late
to save all that is precious: if it be proper, and, independently of ever), external consideration, wisely constructed,
let us receive it: but, sir, shall its adoption by eight states
induce us to receive it, if it be replete with the most dangerous defects?
They urge that subsequent amendments are
safer than previous amendments, and that they will answer
the same ends.
At present we have our liberties and privileges in our own
hands.
Let us not relinquish them.
Let us not adopt this
system till we see them secure.
There is some small possibility that, should we follow the conduct oi" Massachusetts,
amendments might be obtained.
There is a small possibility
of amending any government;
but, sir, shall we abandon
our most inestimable rights, and rest their security on a mere
ssibility ? The gentleman fears the loss of the Union.
eight states have ratified it unamended, and we should
rashly imitate their precipitate example, do we not thereby
disunite ti'om several other states ? Shall those who have
risked their lives for the sake of the Union be at once
thrown out of it ? If it be amended, every state will accede
to it ; but by an imprudent adoption in its defective and dangerous state, a schism must inevitably be the eonsequenct..
• Alluding to his exeellency's letter on that subject to the speaker of the
House of Delega',+_, vol. i. p. 482.
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] can never, therefore, consent to hazard our most unali_ nable rights on an absolute uncertainty.
You are told there is no peace, although you Jbndly flat(_.l
yourselves that all is peace; no peace; a general cry and
alarm in the country;
commerce, riches, and wealth.
vanished; citizens going to seek comtbrts in other parts o)
the world ; laws insulted ; many instances of tyrannical legislation.
These things, sir, are new to me.
H_, h:ls mnde
the discovery.
As to the administration of justice, I believe
that failures in commerce, &c., cannot be attributed to it.
My age enables me to recollect its progress u,ider the old.
government.
I can justify it by saying that it continues in
the same manner in this state as it did under the tbrmer
government.
As to other parts of the continent, I refer that
to other gentlemen.
As to the ability of those who administer it, [ believe they would not suffer by a comparison with
those who administered it under the royal authority.
Where
is the cause of complaint if the wealthy go away ? Is this,
added to the other circumstances, of such enormity, and does
it bring such danger over this commonwealth,
as to warrant so Important and so awful a change, in so precipitate a
manner ? As to insults offered to the laws, | know of none.
In this respect, I believe this commonweahh would not suffer
by a comparison with the former government.
The laws
are as well executed, and as patiently acquiesced in, as they
were under the royal administration.
Compare the situation
of the country _ compare that of our citizens to what it was
then _ and decide whether persons and property are not as
safe and secure as they were at that time.
Is there a man
in this commonwealth
whose person can be insulted wi_h
impunity ? Cannot redress be had here for personal insults
or injuries, as well as in any part of the world _ as well as
in those couatries where aristocrats and monarchs triumph
and reign ? Is not the protection of property in fifll operation here ? The contrary cannot with truth be charged on
this commonwealth.
Those severe charges, which are exhibited against it, appear to be totally groundless.
On a
fair investigation,
we shall be found to he surrounded by
no real dangers.
We have the animating fortitude and persevering alacrity
of republican men to carry us through nfisfortunes and
calamities.
It is the fortune of a republic to be able to
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withstand the stormy ocean of human vicissitudes, I know
of no danger awaiting us. Public and private security are
to be found here in the highest degree. Sir, it is the fortune
of a free people not to be intimidated by imaginary dangers.
Fear is the passion of slaves. Our political and natural
hemisphere are now equally tranquil. Let us recollect the
awful magnitude of the subject of our deliberation ; let us
consider the latent consequences of an erroneous decision,
and let not our minds be led away by unt:air misrepresentations and uncandid suggestions. There have been many
instances of uncommon lenity and temperance used in the
exercise of power in this commonweahh. I could call ._our
recollection to many that happened during the war and
since ; but every gentleman here must be apprized of them.
The honorable member has given you an elaborate account
of what he judges tyrannical legislation, and an ex post facto
law, (in the case of Josiah Philips.) He has misrepresented
the facts. That man was not e:tecuted by a tyrannical stroke
of power. Nor _as he a Socrates. He was a fugitive
murderer and an outlaw--a
man who commanded an infamous banditti, and at a time when the war was at the
most perilous stage.
He committed the most cruel and
shocking barbarities. He was an enemy to the human name.
Those who declare war against the human race may be
struck out of existence as soon as they are apprehended.
He was not executed according to those beautifi_! legal ceremonies which are pointed out by the laws in criminal cases.
The enormity of his crimes did not entitle him to it. I am
truly a friend to legal forms and methods ; but, sir, the occasion warranted the measure. A pirate, an outlaw, or a common enemy to all mankind, may be put to death at any
time. It is justified by the laws of nature and nations.
The honorable member tells us, then, that there are burnings and discontents in the hearts of our citizens in general,
and that they are dissatisfied with their government. I have
no doubt the honorable member believes this to be the case,
because he says so. But I have the comfortable assurance
that iI is a certain fact that it is not so. The middle and
lower ranks of people have not those illuminated ideas which
the _ell-born are so happily possessed of; they cannot so
readily perceive latent objects. The microscopic eyes of
modern statesmen can see abundance of defects in old svs-

HE_aY.]

VIRGINIA.

141

terns ; and their illuminated imaginations discover the neces
sity of a change.
They are captivated by the narade of the
number tenithe
charms of the ten miles square.
Sir, 1
fear this change will ultimately lead to our ruin. My fears
are not the force of imagination;
they are but too well
founded.
I tremble for my country ; but, sir, I trust, I rely,
and I am confident, that this political speculation has not
taken so strong a hold of men's minds as some would make
us believe.
The dangers which may arise from our geographical situation will be more properly considered a while hence.
At
present, what may be surmised on the subject, with respect
to the. adjacent states, is merely visionary.
Strength, sir, is
a relative term. When I reflect on the natural fi_rce of those
nations that might be induced to attack us, and consider the
difficulty of the attempt, and uncertainty of the success, and
compare thereto the relative strength of our country, 1 say that
we are strong. We have no cause to fear from that quarter ;
we have nothing to dread from our neighboring states.
The
superiority of our cause would give us an advantage over
them, were they so unfriendly or rash as to attack us. As
to that part of the community, which the honorable gentleman spoke of as being in danger of being separated fi'om us,
what excitement or inducement could its inhabitants have
to wish such an event ? It is a matter of doubt whether they
would derive any advantage to themselves, or be any loss
to us, by such a separation.
Time has been, and may yet
come, when they will find it their advantage and true interest to be united with us. There is no danger of a dismemberment of our country, unless a Constitution be adopted
which will enable the government to plant enemies on our
backs.
By the Confederation, the rights of territory are secured.
No treaty c:_n be made without the consent of nine
states.
While the consent of nine states is necessary to the
cession of territory, you are safe.
If it be put in the power
of a less number, you will most infallibly lose the Mississippi.
As long as we can preserve our unalienable rights,
we are in safety.
This new Constitution will invohe in its
operation the loss of the navigation of that valuable river.
The honorable gentleman cannot be ignorant of the
Spanish transactions.
A treaty had been nearly entered
into with Spain, to relinquish that navigation.
That re-
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linquishment would absolutely have taken place, had the
consent of seven states been sufficient.
The honorable
gentleman told us then, that, eight states having adopted the
system, we cannot suppose they will recede on our account.
I know not what they ma) do; but this I know--that
a
people of infinitely less importance than those of Virginia
stood the terror of war.
Vermont, sir, withstood the terror
of thirteen states.
Maryland did not accede to the Confederation till the year 1781.
These two states, feeble as
they are comparatively to us, were not afraid of the whole
Un]on.
Did either of these states perish ? No, sir, they
were admitted freely into the Union.
Will not Virginia,
then, be admitted ? I flatter myself that those states which
have ratified the new plan of government will open their
arms and cheerfully receive us, although we should propose
certain amendments as the conditions on which we should
ratii_y it. During the late war, all the states were in pursuit
of the same object.
To obtain that object, they made the
most strenuous exertions.
They did not suffer trivial considerations to impede its acquisition.
Give me leave to say
that, if the smallest states in the Union were admitted into
it, after having unreasonably procrastinated
their accession,
the greatest and most mighty state in the Union will be
easily admitted, when her reluctance to an immediate accession to this system is founded on the most reasonable
grounds.
When I call this the most mighty state in the
Union, do I not sp.eak the truth ? Does not Virginia surpass every state m the Union, in number of inhabitants,
extent of territory, felicity of position, and affluence and
wealth ? Some infatuation hangs over men's minds, that
they will inconsiderately precipitate into measures the most
important, and give not a moment's deliberation to others,
nor pay any respect to their opinions.
Is this federalism ?
Are these the beloved effects of the federal spirit, that its
votaries will never accede to the just propositions of others ?
Sir, were there nothing objectionable in it but that, I would
vote against it. I desire to have nothing to do with such
men as will obstinately refiise to change their opinions.
Are our opinions not to be regarded ? I hope that you will
leeollect theft you are going to join with men who will pay
no respect even to this state.
Switzerland consists of thirteen cantons expressly con-
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federated for national defence.
They have stood tile shock of
four hundred years ; that country has enjoyed internal tranquillity most of that long period.
Their dissensions have
been, comparatively to those of other countries, very few
What has passed in the neighboring countries?
War, dissensions, and intrigues;--Germany
involved in the most
deplorable civil war thirty years su,.cessively, continually
convulsed with intestine divisions, and harassed by foreign
wars! France, with her mighty monarchy, perpetually at
war.
Compare the peasants of Switzerland with those of
any other mighty nation:
you will find them far more
happy : for one civil war among them, there have been five
or six among other nations : their attachment to their country and freedom, their resolute intrepidity in their defence,
the consequent security and happiness which they have enioyed, and the respect and awe which these things produced
tn the bordering nations, have signalized those republicans.
Their valor, sir, has been active; every thing that sets in
motion the springs of the human heart engaged them to
that protection of their inestimable privileges.
They have
not only secured their own liberty, but have been the
arbiters of the fate of other people.
Here, sir, contemplate
the triumph of the republican governments over the pride
of monarchy.
I acknowledge,
sir, that the necessity of
national defence has prevailed ill invigorating their councils
and arms, and has been, in a considerable degree, the means
of keeping these honest people together.
But, sir, they have
had wisdom e,ough
to keep together, and render themselves formidable.
Their heroism is proverbial.
The3
would heroically fight for their government and their laws.
One of the illumined sons of these times would not fight
for those objects.
Those virtuous and simple people have
not a mighty and splendid President, nor enormously expensive navies and armies, to support. No, sir; those brave
republicans have acquired their reputation no less by their
undaunted intrepidity than by the wisdom of their frugal
and economical policy.
Let us follow their example, and
be equally happy.
The honorable member advises us to
adopt a measure which will destroy our bill of rights ; tbr,
after having his picture of nations, and his reasons for abandoning all the powers retained to the states by the Con
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fedelation, I am more firmly persuaded of the impropriety
of adopting this new plan in its present shape.
l had doubts of the power of those who went to the Convention, but now we are possessed of it, let us examine it.
When we trusted the great object of revising the Confederation to the greatest, and best, and most enlightened, of our
citizens, we thought their deliberations would have been
solely confined to that revision. Instead of this, a new system, totally different in its nature, and vesting the most extensive powers in Congress, is presented. Will the ten
men you are to send to Congress be more worthy than
those seven were ? If power grew so rapidly in their hands,
what may it not do in the hands of others ? If those who
go from this state will find power accompanied with temptation, our situation must be truly critical. When about
forming a government, if we mistake the principles, or commit any other error, the very circumstance promises that
power will be abused. The greatest caution and circumspection are therefore necessary; nor does this proposed system, on its investigation here, deserve the least charity.
The honorable gentleman says that the national government is without energy. I perfectly agree with him ; and
when he cries out, Union, I agree with him; but I tell him
not to mistake the end tbr the means. The end is union;
the most capital means, I suppose, are an army and navy.
On a supposition, I will acknowledge this ; still the bare act
of agreeing to that paper, though it may have an amazing
influence, will not pay our millions. There must be things
to pay debts. What these things are, or how they are to be
produced, must be determined by our political wisdom and
economy.
The honorable gentleman alleges that previous amendments will prevent the junction of our riches from producing
great profits and emoluments, which would enable us to pay
our public debts, by excluding us from the Union. I believe,
sir, that a previous ratification of a system notoriously and
confessedly defective will endanger our riches, our liberty,
our all. Its defects are acknowledged; they cannot be denied. The reason offered by the honorable gentleman for
adopting this defective system, is its adoption by the eight
states. I say, sir, that, if we present nothing but what is

HF.NSr.]

VIRGINIA..

1'_

reasonable in the shape of amendments, they will receive us
Union is as necessary for them as for us. Will they, then,
be so unreasonable as not to join us ? If such be their dis
position, I am happy to know it in time.
The honorable member then observed, that nations wil,
expend millions for commercial advantages; that is, that they
will deprive you of every advantage if they can. Apply this
another way. Their cheaper way, instead of laying out
millions in making war upon you, will be to corrupt your
senators. I know that, if they be not above all price, they
may make a sacrifice of our commercial interests. They
may advise your President to make a treaty that will not
only sacrifice all your commercial interests, but throw prostrate your bill of rights. Does he fear that their ships will
outnumber ours on the ocean, or that nations whose interest
comes in contact with ours, in the progress of their guilt, will
perpetrate the vilest expedients to exclude us from a participation in commercial advantages ? Does he advise us, in
order to avoid this evil, to adopt a Constitution, which will
enable such nations to obtain their e/ads by the more easy
mode of contaminating the principles of our senators ? Sir,
if our senators will not be corrupted, it will be because they
will be good men, and not because the Constitution provides
against corruption ; for there is no real check secured in it
and the most abandoned and profligate acts may with im
punity be committed by them.
With respect to Maryland, what danger from thence ? 1
know none. I have not heard of any hostility premeditated
or committed. Nine tenths of the people have not heard of
it. Those who are so happy as to be illumined have not informed their fellow-citizens of it. I am so valiant as to say
that no danger can come, from that source, sufficient to make
me abandon my republican principles. The honorable gentleman ought to have recollected that there were no tyrants
i, America, as there are in Europe. The citizens of republican borders are only terrible to tyrants. Instead of being
dangerous to one another, they mutually support one another's
liberties. We might be confederated with the adopting
states without ratit_,ing this system. No form of government
renders,a people more formidable. A confederacy.,of states
joined together becomes strong as the Umted Netherlands.
The government of Holland, execrated as it is, proves that
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the present Confederation is adequate to every purpose of
human association.
There are seven provinces confederated
together for a long time, containing numerous opulent cities,
and many of the finest ports in the world.
The recollection
of the situation of that country would make me execrate
monarchy.
The singular felicity and success of that people
are unparalleled : freedom has done miracles there in reclaiming land from the ocean.
It is the richest spot on the face
of the globe.
Have they no men or money?
Have they
no fleets or armies ? Have they no arts or sciences among
them?
How did they repel the attacks of the greatest
nations in the world?
How have they acquired their amazing influence and power?
Did they consolidate government, to effect these purposes, as we do ? No, sir, they have
trampled over every obstacle and difficulty, and have arrived
at the summit of political felicity, and of uncommon opulence, by means of a confederacythat very government which gentlemen affect to despise.
They have, st,',
avoided a consolidation as the greatest of evils. They have
lately, it is true, madd one advance to that fatal progression.
This misfortune burst on them by iniquity and artifice.
That stadtholder, that executive magistrate, contrived it, in
conjunction with other European nations.
It was not the
choice of the people.
Was it owing to his energy that this
happened ? If two provinces have paid nothing, what have
not the rest done ? And have not these two provinces made
otheL exertions ? Ought they, to avoid this inconvenience,
to have consolidated their different states, and have a ten
miles square ? Compare that little spot, nurtured by liberty, with the fairest country in the world.
Does not Holland possess a powerful navy and army, and a full treasury ?
They did not acquire these by debasing tile principles and
trampling on the rights of their citizens.
Sir, they acquired
these by their industry, economy, and by the freedom of their
government.
Their commerce is the most extensive in
Europe ; their credit is unequalled ; their felicity will be an
eternal monument of the blessings of liberty : every nation
in Europe is taught by them what they are, and what they
ought to be. The contrast between those nations and this
happy people is the most splendid spectacle Correpublicans -tile greatest cause of exultation and triumph to the sons of
freedom.
While other nations, precipitated by the rage of
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ambition or folly, have, in the pursuit of the most magnificent
projects, riveted the fetters of bondage on themselves and
descendants, these republicans secured their political happiness and freedom.
Where is there a nation to be compared
to them ? Where is there now, or where was there ever, a
nation of so small a territory, and so few in number, so powerful, so wealthy, so happy?
What is the cause of this
superiority ? Liberty, sir, the freedom of their government.
Though they are now, unhappily, in some degree consolidated,
yet they have my acclamations, when put in contrast with
those millions of their fellow-men who lived and died like
slaves. The dangers of a consolidation ought to be guarded
against in this country.
I shall exert my poor talents to
ward them off. Dangers are to be apprehended in whatever
manner we proceed; but those of a consolidation are the
most destructive.
Let us leave no expedient untried to secure
happiness.
But, whatever be our decision, I am consoled it
American liberty will remain entire only for half a century;
and I trust that mankind in general, and our posterity "in
particular, will be compensated for every anxiety we now feel.
Another gentleman tells us that no inconvenience will result from the exercise of the power of taxation by the general
government ; that two shillings out often may be saved by the
impost; and that four shillings may be paid to the federal collector, and four to the state collector.
A change of government will not pay money. If, from the probable amount of the
imposts, you take the enormous and extravagant expenses
which will certainly attend the support of this great consolidated government, I believe you will find no reduction of the
public burdens by this new system.
The splendid maintenance of the President, and of the members of both houses,
and the salaries and fees of the swarm of officers and dependants of the government, will cost this continent immense sums.
Double sets of collectors will double the expenses ; to those are:
to be added oppressive exeisemen and custom-house officers.
Sir, the people have an hereditary hatred to custom-house
officers. The experience of the mother country leads me tc
detest them.
They have introduced their baneful influence
into the administration, and destroyed one of the most beautiful systems that ever the world saw.
Our forefathers enjoyed liberty there while that system was in its purity; but
it is now contaminated by influence of every kind.
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The style of the government (We, the people) was introd!Jced perhaps torecommend it to the people at large ; to those
cmzens who are to be levelled and degraded to the lowest
degree ; who are likened to a herd; * and who, by the operation of.this blessed system, are to be transformed from
respectable, independent citizens, to abject, dependent subjects or slaves.
The honorable gentleman has anticipated
what we are to be reduced to, by degradingly assimilating
our citizens to a herd.
[Here GovernorRandolph arose, and declaredthat he did not use that
word to excite any odium,but merelyto conveyan idea of a multitude.]
Mr. Henry replied, that it made a deep impression on his
mind, and that he verily believed that system would operate
as he had said. He then continued: I will exchange that
abominable word for requi._itions. Requisitions, which gentlemen affect to despise, have nothing de_rading in them.
On this depends our political prosperity. ! never will give
up that darling word requisitions: my country may give it
up; a majority may wrest it from me, but I will never give
it up till my grave.
Requisitions are attended with one
singular advantage.
They are attended by deliberation.
They secure to the states the benefit of correcting oppressive
errors.
If our Assembly thought requisitions erroneous, if
they thought the demand was too great, they might at least
supplicate Congress to reconsider--that
it was a little too
much.
The power of direct taxation was called by the honorable gentleman the soul of the government:
another gentleman called it the lungs of the government.
We all agree
that it is the most important part of the body politic. If the
power of raising money be necessary fi_r the general government, it is no less so for the states.
If money be 1he vitals
of Congress, is it not precious for those individuals from
whom it is to be taken ? Must I give my soul, my lungs,
to Congress ? Congress must have our souls ; the state must
have our souls. This is dishonorable and disgraceful. These
two co6rdinate, interfering, unlimited powers of harassing
the community are unexampled : it is unprecedented in history. They are the visionary prqiects of modern politicians.
Tell me not of imaginary means, but of reality ; this political
w Governor Randolph had_cursorily, mentioned the word - herd" in his second
speech.
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_leeism will never tend to the benefit of the community.
It will be as oppressive in practice as it is absurd in theory
If you part from this, which the honorable gentleman tells
ou is the soul of Congress, you will be inevitably ruined
tell you, they shall not have the soul of Virginia.
They
tell us that one collector may collect the federal and state
taxes.
The general government being paramount to the
state legislatures, if the sheriff is to collect for both,his
right hand for Congress, his left for the state,his right
hand being paramount over the left, his collections will go to
Congress.
We shall have the rest.
Deficiencies in collections will always operate against the states.
Congress, being the paramount, supreme power, must not be disappointed.
Thus Congress will have an unlimited, unbounded command
over the soul of this commonwealth.
After satisfying their
uncontrolled demands, what can be left for the states ? Not
a sufficiency even to defray the expense of their internal administration.
They must therefore glide imperceptibly and
gradually out of existence.
This, sir, must naturally terminate m a consolidation.
If this will do for other people, it
never will do for me.
If we are to have one representative
for every thirty
thousand souls, it must be by implication.
The Constitution does not positively secure it. Even say it is a natural
implication,why not give us a right to that proportion in
express terms, in language that could not admit of evasions
or subterfuges ? If they can use implication for us, they
can also use implication against us. We are giving power;
they are getting power; judc_e, then, on which side the implication will be used ! When we once put it in their option
to assume constructive power, danger will fbllow. Trial by
.jury, and liberty of the press, are also on this foundation of
implication.
If they encroach on these rights, and you give
your implication for a plea, you are cast; for they will be
justified by the last part of it, which gives them full power
"to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper to
carry their power into execution."
Implication is dangerous, because it is unbounded:
if it be admitted at all, and
no limits be prescribed, it admits of the utmost extension.
They say that every thing that is not given is retained. The
reverse of the proposition is true by implication.
They do
not carry their implication so far when they speak of the
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general welfare w no implication when the sweeping clause
comes. Impfication is only necessary when the existence
of privileges is in dispute.
The existence of powers is sufficiently established.
If we trust our dearest rights to implication, we shall be in a very unhapp N situation.
Implication, in EnglaD I, has been a source of dissension.
There has been a war ol implication between the king and
people.
For a hundred Nears did the mother country struggle under the uncertainty of implication.
The people
insisted that their rights were implied; the monarch denied
the doctrine.
The Bill of Rights, in some degree, terminated the dispute.
By a bold implication, the N said they had
a right to bind us in all cases whatsoever.
This construe
tire power we opposed, and successfully.
Thirteen or fourteen years ago, the most important thing that could be
thought of was to exclude the possibility of construction and
impficadon.
These, sir, were then deemed perilous.
The
first thing that was thought of was a bill of rights. We
were not satisfied with your constructive,
argumentative
rights.
Mr. Henry then declared a bill of rights indispensably
necessary ; that a.general positive provision should be inserted in the new system, securing to the states and the people
every right which was not conceded to the general government; and that every implication should be done away.
It
being now late, he concluded by observing, that he would
resume the subject another time.
MoNvAr,June 9, 1788.
[ The 1st and_d sectionsstill underconsideration.]
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, I find myself again constrained to trespass on the patience of this committee.
I
wish there was a prospect of union in our sentiments:
so
much time would not then be taken up. But when I review the magnitude of the subject under consideration, and
of dangers which appear to me in this new plan of government, and compare thereto my poor abilities to secure our
rights, it will take much more time, in my poor, unconnected way, to traverse the objectionable parts of it; there are
friends here who will be abler than myself to make good
those objections which to us appear well founded.
If we
recollect, on last Saturday, ] made some observations on
some of those dangers which these gentlemen would fain
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persuade us hang over the citizens of this commonwealth
to induce us to change the government, and adopt the new
plan.
Unless there be great and awful dangers, the chm_ge
is dangerous, and the experiment ought not to be made
In esumating
the magnitude of these dangers, we are
obliged to take a most serious view of them--to
see them.
to handle .them, and to be familiar with them. It is not sufficient to feign mere imaginary dangers; there must be a
dreadful reality.
The great question between us is, Does
that reality exist ? These dangers are partially attributed
to bad laws, execrated by the community at large.
It is
said the people wish to change the government.
I should
be happy to meet them on that ground.
Should the people
wish to change it, we should be innocent of the danzers.
It is a fact that the people do not wish to change _eir
government.
How am I to prove it ? It will rest on
my bare assertion, unless supported by an internal conviction in men's breasts.
My poor say-so is a mere nonentity.
But, sir, I am persuaded that four fifths of the people of
Virginia must have amendments to the new plan, to reconci!e them to a change of their government.
It is a slippery
foundation for the people to rest their political salvation on
my or their assertions.
No government can flourish unless
it be founded on the affection of the people.
Unless gentlemen can be sure that this new system is founded on that
ground, they ought to stop their career.
I will not repeat what the gentlemen say--I
will mention one thing. There is a dispute between us and the Spaniards about the right of navigating the Mississippi.
This
dispute has sprung from the federal government.
I wish a
great deal to be said on this subject.
I wish to know the
origin and progress of the business, as it would pr.obably unf,31dgreat dangers.
In myopinion, the preservation of that
river calls for our most serious consideration.
It has been
agitated in Congress.
Seven states have voted, so that it is
known to the Spaniards that, under our existing system, the
Mississippi shall be taken from them.
Seven states wished
to relinquish this river to them. The six Southern States opposed it. Seven states not being sufficient to convey it
away, it remains now ours.
If I am wrong, there is a number on this floor who can contradict the facts ; I will readily
retract.
This new government, I conceive, will enable thos_
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states who have already discovered their inclination that way,
to give away this river. Will the honorable gentleman advise us to relinquish its inestimable navigation, and place
folmidable enemies on our backs ? This weak, this poor
Confederation cannot secure us. We are resolved to take
shelter under the shield of federal authority in America.
The southern parts of America have been protected by that
weakness so much execrated.
I hope this will be. explained.
I was not in Congress when these transactions took place.
I may not have stated every fact. 1 may have misrepresented
matters.
I hope to be fully acquainted with every thing relative to the object.
Let us hear how the great and important right of navigating that river has been attended to, and
whether I am mistaken in my opinion that federal measures
will lose it to us forever. If a bare majority of Congress can
make laws, the situation of our western citizens is dreadful.
We are threatened with danger for the non-payment of
our debt due to France.
We have information come from
an. illustrious citizen of Virginia, who is now in Paris, which
disproves the suggestions of such danger. This citizen has
not bee, in the airy regions of theoretic speculation: our
ambassador is this worthy citizen.
The ambassador of the
United States of America is not so despised as the honorable
_entleman would make us believe.
A servant of a republic
is as much respected as that of a monarch. The honorable
ge,tleman tells us that hostile fleets are to be sent to make
reprisals upon us : our ambassador tells you that the king of
Fra.c_, has taken into consideration to enter into commercial
regulations, on reciprocal terms, with us, which will be of
peculiar advantage to us. Does this look like hostility ? I
might go farther; I might say, not from public authority, but
good information, that his opinion is, that you reject this
government.
His character and abilities are in the highest
estimation ; he is well acquainted, in every respect, with this
country ; equally so with the policy of the European nations.
This illustrious citizen advises you to reject this government
till it be amended.
His sentiments coincide entirely with
outs.
His attachment to, and services done for, this coumry
are well known.
At a great distance from us, he remembers
and studies our happiness.
Living in splendor and dissipation, he thinks yet of bills of rightsthinks of those little,
despised things called ma_'n_s. Let us follow the sage ad-
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vice of this common friend of our happiness.
It is little
usual for nations to send armies to collect debts.
The llouse
of Bourbon, that great friend of America, will never attact, her
for her unwilling delay of payment.
Give me leave to say,
that Europe is too much engaged about objects of greater importance, to attend to us. On that great theatre of the world,
the little American matters vanish.
Do you believe that the
mighty monarch of France, beholding the greatest scenes
that ever engaged the attention of a prince of that country,
will divert himself from those important objects, and now
call for a settlement of accounts with America ? This proceeding is not warranted by good sense.
The friendly disposition to us, and the actual situation of France, render the
idea of danger from that quarter absurd.
Would this countryman of ours be fond of advising us to a measure which he
knew to be daugerous ? And can it be reasonably supposea
that he can be ignorant of any premeditated hostility against
this country ? The honorable gentleman may suspect the
account ; but 1 will do our fi'iend the justice to say, that he
would warn us of any danger from France.
Do you suppose the Spanish monarch will risk a contest
with the Unitl_d States, when his feeble colonies are exposed
to them ? Every advance the people make to the westward,
makes him tremble for Mexico and Peru.
Despised as we
are among ourselves, under our present government, we are
terrible to that monarchy.
If this be not a fact, it is generally said so.
We are, in the next place, frightened by dangers from
Holland.
We must change our government to escape the
wrath of that republic.
Holland groans under a government.
like this new one. A stadtholder, sir, a Dutch president,
has brought on that country miseries which will not permit
_hem to collect debts with fleets or armies.
The wife of a
Dutch stadtholder hrought one hundred thousand men against
that republic, and prostrated all opposition.
This President
will bring miseries on us like those of Holland.
Such is the
condition of European affairs, that it would be unsafe f..m"
them to sendfleets or armies to collect debts.
But here, sir,
they make a transition to objects of another kind. We are
presented with dangers of a very uncommon nature.
I am
not acquainted with the arts of painting.
Some gentlemen
have a peculiar talent for them.
They are practised with
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great ingenuity on this occasion.
As a counterpart to what
we have already been intimidated with, we are told that
some lands have been sold, which cannot be found ; and that
this will bring war on this country.
Here the picture will
not stand examination.
Can it be supposed, if a few land
speculators and jobbers have violated the principles of probity, that it will involve this country in war ? ls there no
redress to be otherwise obtained, even admitting the dtlinquents and sufferers to be numerous ? When e.entlemen _:re
thus driven to produce imaginary dangers, to induce this Convention to assent to this change, I am sure it will not be uncandid to say that the change itself is really dangerous.
Then
tile Maryland compact is broken, and will produce perilous
consequences.
I see nothing very terrible in this. The adoption of the new system will not remove tile [_vil. Will the)'
forfeit good neighborhood with us, because the compact is
z_roken ? Then the disputes concerning the Carolina line
are to involve us in dangers.
A strip of land running fi'om
the westward of the Alle_hany to the Mississippi, is the
subject of this pretended dispute.
I do not know the length
or breadth of this disputed spot. Have they not regularly
confirmed our right to it, and relinquished all claims to it ?
I can venture to pledge that the people of Carolina will never
disturb us. The strength of this despised country has settled
an immense tract of country to the westward.
Give me leave
to remark, that the honorable gentleman's observations on our
frontiers, north and south, east and west, are all inaccurate.
Will Maryland
fight against this country for seeking
amendments ? Were there not sixty members in that state
who went in quest of amendments ? Sixty, against eight or
ten, were in favor of pursuing amendments.
Shall they fight
us for doing what they themselves have done ? They have
sough amendments, but differently from the manner in which
I wish amendments to be got. The honorable gentleman may
plume himself on this difference.
Will they fight us for this
dissimilarity ? Will they fight us for seeking the object they
seek themseb'es ? When they do, it will be time for me to
hold my peate.
Then, sir, comes Pennsylvania, in terrible
array. Pennsylvania is to go in conflict with Virginia. Pennsylvania has been a good neighbor heretofore.
She is federal
something terrible_Virginia
cannot look her in the face
If we sufficiemly attend to the actual situation of things, we
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shall conclude that Pennsylvania will do what we do. A number of that country are strongly opposed to it. Many of them
have lately been convinced of its fatal tendency.
They are
disgorged of their federalism.
I beseech you to bring this
matter home to yourselves.
Was there a possibility for tile
people of that state to know the reasons of adopting that system, or understand its principles, in so very short a period a{wr
its fo_'mation ? This is the middle of June.
Those transactions happened last August.
The matter was circulated
by every effort of industry, and the most precipitate measures
taken to hurry the people into adoption.
Yet now, after
having had several months to investigate it, a very large part
of this community, a great majority of this community, do
not understand it. 1 have heard gentlemen of respectable
abilities declare they did not understand it. If, after great
pains, men of high learning, who have received the aids of
a regular education, do not understand it, _ if the people of
Pennsylvania understood it in so short a time, it must have
been from intuitive understandings, and uncommon acutehess of perception.
Place yourselves in their situation;
would you fight your neighbors for considering this great
and awful matter ? If you wish for real amendments, such
as the security of the trial by jury, it will reach the hearts
of the people of that state.
Whatever may be the disposition of the aristocraticai politicians of that country, I know
there are friends of human nature in that state.
If so, they
will never make war on those who make professions of what
they are attached to themselves.
As to the danger arising from borderers, it is mutual and
reciprocal.
If it be dangerous fcr Virginia, it is equally so
for them.
It will be their true interest to be united with us.
The danger of our being their enemies will be a prevailing
argument i_, our favor. It will be as powerful to admit us
into the Unison, as a vote of adoption, without previous
amendments, could possibly be.
Then the savage Indians are to destroy us. We cannot
look them in the face. The danger is here divided; they
are as terrible to the other states as to us. But, sir, it is
well known that we have nothing to fear from them.
Our
back settlers are considerably stronger than they.
Their
superiority increases daily.
Suppose the states to be confederated all around us; what we want in numbers, we shall
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make up otherwise.
Our compact situation and natural
strength will secure us. But, to avoid all dangers, we must
take shelter under the federal government.
Nothing gives
a decided importance
but this federal government.
You
will sip sorrow, according to the vulgar phrase, if you want
any other security than the laws of Virginia.
A number of characters, of the greatest eminence in this
country, object to this government for its consolidating tendency. This is not imaginary.
It is a formidable reality.
If consolidation proves to be as mischievous to this country
as it has been to other countries, what will the poor inhabitants of this country do?
This government will operate
like an ambuscade.
It will. destroy the state governments,
and swallow the liberties of the people, without giving previous notice.
If gentlemen are willing to run the hazard, let
them run it; but I shall exculpate myself by my opposition
and monitory warnings within these walls. But then comes
paper money.
We are at peace on this subject.
Though
this is a thing which that mighty federal Convention had no
business with, yet I ackoowledge that pap.er money would
be the bane of this country.
I detest it. Nothing can
justify a people in resorting to it but extreme necessity.
It
is at rest, however, in this commonwealth.
It is no longer
solicited or advocated.
Sir, I ask you, and every other gentleman who hears me,
if he can retain his indignation at a system which takes
from the state legislatures the care and preservation of the
interest of the people.
One hundred and eighty representatives, the choice of thepeople of Virginia, cannot be trusted
with their interests.
They are a mobbish, suspected herd.
This country has not virtue enough to manage its own internal interests.
These must be referred to the chosen ten.
If we cannot be trusted with the private contracts of the
citizens, we must be depraved indeed.
If he can prove that,
by one uniform system of abandoned principles, the legislature has betrayed the rights of the people, then let us seek
another shelter.
So degrading an indignity, so flagrant an
outrage on the states, so vile a suspicion, is humiliating to
my mind, and many others.
Will the adoption of this new plan pay our debts ? This,
sir, is a plain question.
It is inferred that our grievances
are to be redressed, and the evils of the existing system to
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be removed, by the new Constitution.
I et me inform the
honorable gentleman that no nation ever paid its debts by a
change of government, without the aid of industry. You
never will pay your debts but by a radical change of domestic economy.
At present you buy too much, and make too
little, to pay. Will this new system promote manufactures,
industry, and frugality ? If, instead of this, your hopes and
designs will be disappointed, you relinquish a great deal, and
hazard indefinitely more, for nothing.
Will it enhance the
value of your lands? Will it lessen your burdens ? Will
your looms and wheels go to work by .the act of adoption ?
If it will, in its consequence, produce these things, it will
consequently produce a reform, and enable you to pay your
debts. Gentlemen must prove it. 1 am a skeptic, an infidel, on this point. I cannot conceive that it will have these
happy consequences.
I cannot confide in assertions and
allegations.
The evils that attend us lie in extravagance
and want of industry, and can only be removed by assiduity
and economy.
Perhaps we shall be told by gentlemen that
these things will happen, because the administration is to be
taken from us, and placed in the hands of the few, who will
pay greater attention, and be more studiously careful than we
can he supposed to be.
With respect to the economical operation of the new government, I will only remark, that the national expenses will
be increased ; if not doubled, it will approach it very nearly.
I might, without incurring the imputation of illiberality or
extravagance, say that the expense will be multiplied tenfold. I might tell you of a numerous standing army, a great,
powerful navy, a long and rapacious train of officers and de
pendants, independent of the President, senators, and repre
sentarives, whose compensations are without limitation.
How are our debts to be discharged unless the taxes are increased, when the expenses of the government are so greatly
augmented ? The defects of this system are so numerous
and palpatfle, and so many states object to it, that no union
can be expected, unless it be amended.
Let us take a review of the facts. New Hampshire and Rhode Island have
rejected it. They have refused to become federal. New
York and North Carolina are reported to be strongly against
it. From high authority, give me leave to tell that New
York is in high opposition.
Will any gentleman say thal
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North Carolina is not against it ? They may say so; but I
say that the adoption of it in those two states amounts to entire uncertainty.
The system must be amended before these
four states will accede to it ; besides, there are several other
states which are dissatisfied, and wish alterations.
Massachusetts has, in decided terms, proposed amendments;
but, by
her previous ratification, has put the cart before the horse.
Maryland instituted a committee to propose amendments.
It then appears that two states have actually refilsed to adopt ;
two of those who have adopted have a desire of amending;
and there is a probability of its being rejected by New York
and North Carolina.
The other states have acceded without proposing amendments.
With respect to them, local
circumstances have, in my judgment, operated to produce its
unconditional, instantaneous adoption.
The locality of the
seat of government, ten miles square, and the seat of justice,
with all their concomitant emoluments, operated so power-.
fully with the first adopting state, that it was adopted
without taking time to reflect. We are told that numerous
advantages will result, from the concentration of the wealth
and grandeur of the United States in one happy spot, to those
who will reside in or near it. Prospects of profits and emoluments have a powerful influence on the human mind. We,
sir, have no such projects as that of a grand seat of government for thirteen states, andperhaps
for one hundred states
hereafter. Connecticut and New Jersey have their localities
also. New York lies between them.
They have no ports,
and are not importing states. New York is an importing state,
and, taking advantage of its situation, makes them pay duties
for all the articles of their consumption : thus these two states,
being obliged to import all they want through the medium of
New York, pay the particular taxes of that state.
I know
the force and effect of reasoning of this sort, by experience.
When the impost was proposed, some years ago, those states
which were not importing states readily agreed to concede
to Congress the power of laying an impost on all goods im
ported, for the use of the Continental treasury.
Connecticut
and New Jersey, therefore, are influenced by advantages of
trade in their adoption.
The amount of all imposts is to go
into one common treasury.
This favors adoption hy the
non-importing states, as they participate in the profits which
were before exclusively enjoyed by the importing states.
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Notwithstanding this obvious advantage to Connecticut,
there is a formidable minority there against it. After taking
this general view of American affairs, as respecting federalism, will the honorablegentleman
tell me that he can expect
union in America ? When so many states are pointedly
against it; when two adopting states have pointed out, in
express terms, their dissatisfaction as it stands; and when
there is so respectable a body of men discontented in every
state, mean the honorable gentleman promise himself harmony, of which he is so fond? If he can, 1 cannot.
To
me it appears unequivocally clear that we shall not have that
harmony. If it appears to the other states that our aversion
is founded on just grounds, will they not be willing to indulge
us? If disunion will really result from Virginia's proposing
amendments, will they not wish the rei_stablishment of the
union, and admit us, if not on such terms as we prescribe,
yet on advantageous terms ? Is not union as essential to
their happiness as to ours ? Sir, without a radical alteration, the states will never be embraced in one federal pale.
If you attempt to force it down men's throats, and call it
union, dreadfifl consequences must follow. He has said a
_,'eat deal of disunion, and the dangers that are to arise
from it. When we are on the subject of disunion and dangers, let me ask, how will his present doctrine hold with
what has happened ? Is it consistent with that noble and
disinterested conduct which he displayed on a former occasion? Did he not tell us that he withheld his signature ?
Where, then, were the dangers which now appear to him so
formidable ? He saw all America eagerly confiding that the
result of their deliberations would remove their distresses.
He saw all America acting under the impolses of hope, expectation, and anxiety, arising from their situation, and their
partiality for the members of that Convention;
yet his
enlightened
mind, knowing that system to be defective,
magnanimously and nobly refused its approbation.
He was
not led by the illumined, the illustrious few.
He was
actuated by the dictates of his own judgment;
and a better
judgment than I can form. He did not stand out of the
way of information.
He must have been possessed of every
intelligence.
What alteration has a few months brought
about?
The eternal difference between right and wrong
does not fluctuate.
It is immutable.
I ask this question as
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a public man, and out of no particular view.
I wish, as
such, to consult every source of information, to form my
judgment on so awful a question.
[ had the highest
respect for the honorable gentleman's abilities.
I considered
his opinion as a great authority.
He taught me, sir, in despite of the approbation of that great federal Convention, to
doubt of the propriety of that system.
When l found my
honorable friend in the number of those who doubted, I
began to doubt also.
I coincided with him in opinion. I
shall be a stanch and faithful disciple of his. ! applaud that
magnanimity which led him to withhold his signature.
If
he thinks now differently, he is as free as I am. Such is my
situation, that, as a poor individual, I look for information
every where.
This government is so new, it wants a name. 1 wish its
other novelties were as harmless as this. He told us we had
an American dictator in the year 1781. We never had an
American President.
In making a dictator, we followed
the example of the most glorious, magnanimous, and skilfid
nations.
In great dangers, this power has been given.
Rome had furnished
us with an illustrious example.
America found a person for that tnlst : she looked to Virginia
for him. We_ave a dictatorial power to hands that used it
gloriously ; ana which were rendered more glorious by surrendering it up. Where is there a breed of such dictators .; Shall we find a set of American Presidents of such a
breed.;
Will the American
President
come and lay
prostrate at the feet of Congress his laurels .; I fear there
are few men who can be trusted on that head. The glorious republic of Holland has erected monuments of her
warlike intrepidity and valor; yet she is now totally ruined
bv a stadtholder, a Dutch president.
" The destructive wars into which that nation has been
plunged, have since involved her in ambition.
The glorious
triumphs of Blenheim and Ramillies were not so conforalable
to the genius, nor so much to the true interest of the republic, as those numerous and useful canals, and dikes, and
other objects, at which ambition spurns. That republic has,
however, by the industry of its inhabitant.q, and policy of its
magistrates, suppressed the ill effects of ambition.
Notwithstanding two of their provinces have paid nothing, yet l
hope the example of Holland will tell us that we can live
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happily without eh raging our present despised government
Cannot people be as happy under a mild as under an ener
getie government ? Cannot content and felicity be enjoyed
in republics as well as in monarchies, because there are
whips, chains, and scourges, used in the latter ? If I am not
as rich as my neighbor, if I give my miTemmy all mrepublican forbearance will say that it is sufficient.
So said
the honest confederates of Holland mYou are poor, we are
rich. We will go on, and do better than be. under an oppressive government.
Far better will it be for us to continue
as we are, than to go under that tight, energetic government.
I am persuaded of what the honorable gentleman says,
that separate confederacies will ruin us. In my judgment,
they are evils never to be thought of till a people are driven
by necessity.
When he asks my opinion of consolidation,
of one power to reign over America with a strong hand, I
will tell him I am persuaded of the rectitude of my honorable friend's opinion, (Mr. Mason,)that
one governmenl
cannot reign over so extensive a country as this is, withoul
absolute despotism.
Compared to such a consolidation,
small confederacies are little evils; though they ought to be
recurred to but in case of necessity.
Virginia and North
Carolina are despised.
They could exist separated from the
rest of America.
Maryland and Vermont were not overrun
when out of the confederacy.
Though it is not a desirable
ot!ject, yet l trust that, on ex_tmination, it will be found that
Virginia and North Carolina would not be swallowed up, in
ease it was necessary for them to be joined together.
When we come to the spirit of domestic peace, the humhie genius of Virginia has formed a government suitable to
the genius of her people.
I believe the hands that formed
the American Constitution triumph in the experiment.
It
proves that the man who formed it, and perhaps by accident,
did what design could not do in other parts of the world.
After all your reforms in government, unless you consult the
genius of its inhabitants, you will never succeed ; your system can have no duration.
Let me appeal to the candor of
the committee, if the want of money be. not the source of all
our misfortunes.
We cannot be blamed for not making dollars. This want of money cannot be supplied by changes
in government.
The only possible remedy, as I have before
asserted, is industry, aided by economy.
Compare the,
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enius of lhe people with the government of this country.
et me remark, that it stood the severest conflict, during
the war, to which ever human virtue has been called.
I call
upon every gentleman here to declare, whether the king of
England had any subjects so attached to his family and government, so loyal, as we were ? But the genius of Virginia
called on us for libert) -- called us from those beloved endearments, which, fi'om long habits, we were taught to love and
revere.
We entertained, from our earliest infancy, the most
sincere regard and reverence for the mother country.
Our
partiality extended to a predilection for her customs, habits,
manners, and laws.
Thus inclined, when the deprivation
of our liberty was attempted, what did we do? What did
the genius of Virginia tell us ? Sell all, and purchase liberty!--This
was a severe conflict.
Republican maxims were
then esteemed.
Those maxims, and the genius of Virginia,
landed you safe on the shore of freedom.
On this awful occasion, did you want a federal gow'rn ment?
Did federal ideas possess your minds ? Did federal
ideas lead you to the most splendid victories ? I must again
repeat the favorite idea, that the genius of Virginia did, and
will again, lead us to happiness.
To obtain the most splendid
prize, you did not consolidate.
You accomplished the most
glorious ends by the assistance of the genius of your country.
Men
then taught
bvd that -enius,
that theyj were fi-htin_,
.... were
_._
_"
,
_'_
for what was most dear to them.
View the most affectionate
father, the most tender mother, operated on by liberty, noblv
stimulating their sons _ their dearest sons m sometimes the{r
only son-- to advance to the defence of their country.
We
have seen sons of Cineinnatus, without splendid magnificence
or parade, going, with the genius of their great progenitor,
Cincinnatus, to the plough ; men who served their country
without ruining it_men
who had served it to the destruction
of their private patrimonies--their
country owing them amazing amounts, for the payment of which no adequate provision
_vas then made.
We have seen such men throw prostrate
their arms at your feet. They did not call fi_r those emoluments which ambition presents to some imag.inations.
The
sol,_lers, who were able to command every thing, instead of
trampling on those laws which they were instituted to defend,
most strictly obeyed them.
The hands of justice have not
been laid on d single American soldier.
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Bring them into contrast with Europeans.
You will see
an astonishing superiority over the latter.
There has been
a strict subordination to the laws.
The honorable gentleman_s office gave him an opportunity of viewing if the laws
were administered so as to prevent riots, routs, and unlawful
assemblies.
From his then situation, he could have furnished
us with the instances in which licentiousness trampled on
the laws.
Among all our troubles, we have paid almost to
the last shilling for the sake of justice; we have paid as
well as any state: I will not say better.
To support the
general government and our own legislature--to
pay the
interest of the public debts and defray contingencies--we
have been heavily taxed.
To add to these things, the distresses produced by paper money, and by tobacco contracts,
were sufficient to render any people discontented.
These,
sir, were great temptations;
but in the most severe conflict
of misfortunes, this code of laws, this genius of Virginia
call it what you will _ triumphed over every thing.
Why did it please the gentleman (Mr. Corbin) to bestow
such epithets on our country?
Have the worms taken possession of the wood, that our strong vessel t our political
vesselmhas
sprung a leak ? He may know better than I,
but I consider such epithets to be the most illiberal and unwarrantable aspersions on our laws.
The system of laws
under which we have lived has been tried and found to suit
our genius.
I trust we shall not change this happy system
I cannot so easily take leave of an old friend.
Till I see
him following after and pursuing other objects, which can
pervert the great objects of human legislation, pardon me if"
I withhold my assent.
Some here speak of the difficulty in formin a new. code
of laws.
Young as we were, it was not wonderful if there
W
as a difficulty .....
m formmg and assimilating one system of
laws.
I shall be obliged to the gentleman if he would point
out those glaring, those.great faults.
The efforts of assimilat)ng our laws to our genius have not been found altogether
yam. I shall pass over some &her circumstances which I
intended to mention, and endeavor to come to the capital objection which my honorable friend made.
My worthy friend
said that a republican form of government would not suit a
very extensive country; but that, if a government were judiciously organized, and limits prescribed to it, an attentioo
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m these principles might render it possible for _t to exist in
an extensive territory.
Whoever will be bold to say that a
continent can be governed by that system, contradicts all the
experience of the world,
tt is a work too great for human
wisdom.
Let me call for an example.
Experience
has
been called the best teacher.
I call tbr an example of a
roeat extent of country, governed by one government, or
ngress, call it what you will. I tell him that a government may be trimmed up according to gentlemen's fancy,
but it never can operate ; it would be but very short-lived.
However disagreeable it may be to lengthen my objections,
I cannot help taking notice of what the honorable gentleman
said.
To me it appears that there is no check in that government.
The President, senators, and representatives, all,
immediately or mediately, are the choice of the people. Tell
me not of checks on paper; but tell me of checks founded
on self-love.
The English government is founded on selflove. This powerful, irresistible stimulus of self-love has
saved that government.
It has interposed that hereditary nobility between the king
and commons.
If the host of lords assist or permit the king
to overturn the liberties of the people, the same tyranny will
destroy them; they will therefore keep the balance in the
democratic branch.
Suppose they see the commons encroach
upon the king: self-love, that great energetic check, will
call upon them to interpose ; for, if the king be destroyed,
their destruction must speedily follow. Here is a consideration, which prevails, in my mind, to pronounce the British
government superior, in this respect, to any government
that ever was in any country.
Compare this with yore
congressional checks.
I beseech gentlemen to considel
whether they can say, when trusting power, that a mere
patriotic profession will be equally operative and efficacious
as the check of self-love.
In considering the experience of
ages, is it not seen that fair, disinterested patriotism, and
professions of attachment to rectiulde, have never been solely
trusted to by an enlightened, free people ? "If you depend
•m your President's
and senators _ patriotism, you aregone.
Have you a resting-place like the British government?
Where is the rock of your salvation ? The real rock of political salvation is self-love, perpetuated from age to age in
every human breast, and manifested in every action.
If
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they can stand the temptations of human nature, you are
safe. If you have a good President, senators, and representatives, there is no danger. But can this be expected from
human nature ? Without real checks, it will not suffice that
some of them are good. A good President, or senator, or
representative, will have a natural weakness. Virtue will
slumber.
The wicked will be continually watching: consequently
you will be undone. Where are your checks ? You have
no hereditary nobility--an order of men to whom humalx
eyes can be cast up for relief; for, says the Constitution,
there is no title of nobility to be granted -- which, by the by,
would not have been so dangerous as the perilous cessiDn of
powers contained in this paper;because, as Montesquieu
says, when yon give titles of nobility, you know what you
g!ve ; but when you give power, you know not what you
gwe. If you say that, out of this depraved mass, you can collect luminous characters, it will not avail, unless this lumlnous breed will be propagated from generation to generation,
and even then, _ifthe number of vicious characters will preponderate, you hre undone.
And that this will certainly be the case is, to my mind,
perfectly clear. In the British government there are real
balances and checks : in this system there are only ideal balances. Till I am convinced that there are actual efficient
checks, I will not give my assent to its establishment. The
President and senators have nothing to lose. They have
not that interest in the preservation of the government that
the king and lords have in England. They will, therefore,
be regardless of the interests of the people. The Constitution will be as safe with one body as with two. It will answer every purpose of human legislation. How was the
constitution of England when only the commons had the
power ? I need not remark, that it was the most unfortu_
hate era when that country returaed to king, lords, and
commons, without sufficient responsibility in the king. When
the commons of England, in the manly language which be
came freemen, said to their king, You are our servant, then the
temple of liberty was complete. From that noble source
have we derived our liberty : that spirit of patriotic attachment to one's country, that zeal ibr liberty, and that enmit)
_otyranny, which signalized the then champions of litmrty
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we nh_rit from our British ancestors.
And I am free to
own that, if you cannot love a republican government, you
may love the British monarchy; for, although the king is not
sufficiently responsible, the responsibility of his agents, and
the efficient checks interposed by the British Constitution,
render it less dangerous than other monarchies, or oppressive
tyrannical aristocracies.
What are the checks of exposing accounts ? The checks upon paper are inefficient and nugatory.
Can you search your President's closet ? Is this a real check?
We ought to be exceedingly cautious in giviag up this life, this
soul, of money, this power of taxation, to Congress.
What
powerful check is there here to prevent the most extravagant
and profligate squandering of the public money ? What security have we in money matters ? Inquiry is precluded by
this Constitution.
I never wish to see Congress supplicate
the states.
But it is more abhorrent to my mind to give
them an unlimited and unbounded command over our souls,
our lives, our purses, without any check or restraint.
How
are you to keep inquiry alive ? How discover their conduct?
We are told, by that paper, that a regular statement and account of the receipts and expenditures of all public money shall be puhlished from time to time. Here is a
beautiful check ! What time ? Here is the utmost latitude
left.
If those who are in Congress please to put that construction upon i_, the words of the Constitution will beTsatisfled by publishing those accounts once in one hundred years.
They may publish or not, as they please.
Is this like the
present despised system, whereby the accounts are to be
published monthly ?
.I come now to speak somethiug of requisitions, which the
honorable gentleman thought so truly contemptible and disgraceful.
That incorrigible gentleman, being a child of the
revolution, must recollect with gratitude the glorious effee.ts
of requisitions.
It is an idea that must be grateful to every
American.
An English army was sent to compel us to pay
money contrary to our consent _ to force us, by arbitrary and
tyrannical coercion, to satisfy their unbounded demands. We
wished to pay with our own consent.
Rather than pay
against our consent, we engaged in that bloody contest
which terminated so gloriously.
By requisition_ we pay
with our own consent; by the means we have triumphed in
the most arduous struggle that ever tried the virtue of man.
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We fought then for what we are contending for now-- to prevent an arbitrary deprivation of our property, contrary to ou.
consent and inclination. I shall be told in this place that those
who are to tax us are our representatives.
To this I answer,
that there is no real check to prevent their ruining us. There
is no actual responsibility.
The only semblance of a check
is the negative power of not re_lecting them. This, sir, is
but a feeble barrier, when their personal interest, their ambition and avarice, come to be put in contrast with the happiness of the people.
All checks tbunded on any thing but
self-love will not avail. The Constitution reflects in the most
degrading and mortifying manner on the virtue, integrity,
and wisdom of the state legislatures; it presupposes that
the chosen few who go to Congress will have more upright
hearts, and more enlightened minds, than those who are
members of the individual legislatures,
q'o suppose that
ten gentlemen shall have more real, substantial merit than
one hundred and seventy, is humiliating to the last degree.
If, sir, the diminution of numbers be an augmentation of
merit, perfection must centre in one. If you have the faculty
of discerning spirits, it is better to point out at oHce the man
who has the most illumined qualities.
If ten men be belter
than one hundred and seventy, it follows of necessity that one
is better than ten_ the choice is more refined.
Such is the danger of the abuse of implied power, that it
would be safer at once to have seven representatives, the
number to which we are now entitled, than depend on the
uncertain and ambiguous language of that paper. The number may be lessened, instead of being increased ; and yet, by
argumentative, constructive, implied power, the proportion of
taxes may continue the same, or be. increased.
Nothing is
more perilous than constructive power, which gentlemen are
so willin_ to trust their happiness to.
If sheriffs prove now an overmatch for our legislature, if
their ingenuity has eluded the vigilance of our laws, how
will the matter be amended when they come clothed with
federal authority?
A strenuous argument offered by gentlemen is, that the same sheriffs may collect for the Continental
and state treasuries.
I have before shown that this must have
an inevitable tendency to give a decided preference to the
fed._ral treasury in the actual collections, and to throw all deficiencies on the state.
This imaginary remedy for the evil of
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congressional taxation will have another oppressive operation
The sheriff comes to-day as a state collector.
Next day he is
federal. How are you to fix him ? How will it be possible to
discriminate oppressions committed in one capacity from those
perpetrated in the other?
Will not this ingenuity perplex
the simple and honest planter ? This will at least involve
in difficulties those who are unacquainted with legal ingenuit),. When you fix him, where are you to punish him? for
I suppose they will not stay in our courts: they must go to
the federal court; tbr, if I understand that paper right, all
controversies arising under that Constitution, or under the
laws made in pursuance thereof, are to be tried in that court.
When gentlemen told us that this part deserved the ]east
exception, l was in hopes they would prove that there was
plausibility in their suggestions, and that oppression would
probably not follow.
Are we not told that it shall be treason to levy war against the United States?
Suppose all
insult offered to the federal laws at an immense distance
from Philadelphia,-will this be deemed treason _. And shall
a man be dragged many hundred miles, to be tried as a criminal, for having, perhaps justifiably, resisted an unwarrantable
attack upon his person or property ? I am not well acquainted with federal jurisprudence;
but it appears to me that
these oppressions must result fi'om this part of the plan.
It
is at least doubtful; and where there is even a possibility of
such evils, they ought to be guarded against.
There are to be a number of places fitted out for arsenals
and dockyards in the different states.
Unless you sell to
Congress su( h plaees as are proper for these, within your
state, you witl not be consistent after adoption: it results,
therefore, clearly, that you are to give into their hands aH
such places as are fit for strongholds.
When you have these
fortifications and garrisons within your state, your legislature
will have no power over them, though they see the most
dangerous insuhs offered to the people daily.
They are also
to have magazines in each state.
These depositories for
arms, though within the state, will be free from the control
of its le_slature.
Are we at last brought to such an humiliating and debasing degradation, that we cannot be trusted with
arms for our own defence ? Where is the difference between
having our arms in our own possession and under our own
direction, and having them under the management of Con-
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gress ? If our defence be the tea/ object of having those
arms, in whose hands can they be trusted with more pro
priety, or equal safety to us, as in our own hands? If our
legislature be unworthy of legislating tbr every foot in this
state, they are unworthy of saying another word.
The clause which says that Congress shall "provide for
arm.ing,organizing, and disciplining the militia, and for governing such part of them as may be employed in the service
of the United States, reserving to the states respectively the
appointment of the office,'s," seemed to put the states in the
power of Congress. I wished to be informed, if Congress
neglected to discipline them, whether the states were not
precluded from doing it. Not being favored with a particular answer, I am confirmed in my opinion, that the states
have not the power of disciplining them, without recurring
to the doctrine of constructive implied powers. If, by implication, the states may discipline them, by implication, also,
Congress may officer them; because, in a partition of power,
each has a right to come in for part; and because implication is to operate in favor of Congress on all occasions, where
their object is the extension of power, as well as in favor of
the states. We have not one fourth of the arms that would
be sufficient to defend ourselves. The power of arming
the militia, and the means of purchasing arms, are taken
from the states by the paramount powers of Congress. If
Congress will not arm them, they will not be armed at all.
There have been no instances shown of a voluntary cession
of power, sufficient to induce me to grant the most dangerous power; a possibility of their future relinquishment will
not persuade me to yield such powers.
Congress, by the power of taxation, by that of raising an
army, and by their control over the militia, have the sword
m one hand, and the purse in the other. Shall we be safe
without either? Congress have an unlimited power over
both : they are entirely given up by us. Let him candidly
tell me, where and when did freedom exist, when the sword
and purse were given up from the people ? Unless a miracle in human affairs interposed, no nation ever retained its
liberty after the loss of the sword and purse. Can you
[)rove, by any argumentative deduction, that it is possible to
))csafe without retaining one of these ? If you give them
up, you are gone. Give us at least a plausible apology why
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Cor,oess should keep their proceedings in seeret.
They
have the power of keeping them secret as long as the)'
please, for the provision for a periodical publication is too
inexplieit and anthiguous to avail any thing.
The expression
)¢rora time to time, as 1 have more than once observed, admits
of any extension.
They may carry on the most wicked and
pernicious of schemes under the dark veil of secrecy.
The
liberties of a people never were, nor ever will be, secure,
when the transactions of their rulers may be concealed from
them. The most iniquitous plots may be carried on against
their liberty and happiness.
I am not an advocate [br divulging indiscriminately all the operations of government,
though the practice of our ancestors, in some degree, .justifies
it. Such transactions as relate to military operations or
affairs of great consequence, the immediate promulgation of
which might defeat the interests of the community, I would
not wish to be published, till the end which required their
secrecy should have been effected.
But to cover with the
veil of secrecy the common routine of business, is an abomination in the eyes of every intelligent man, and every friend
to his country.
[Mr. Henrythen,in a very animatedmanner,expatiatedontheevil and
pernicioustendencyof keepingsecretthe commonproceedingsof government, and saidthatit wascontraryto the practice of other freenations.
The people of England,he asserted,had gained immortalhonorby the
manlyboldnesswherewiththeydivulgedto all theworldtheirpoliticaldisquisitionsandoperations,and thatsuch a conductinspiredother nations
withrespect. He illustratedhis argumentsby severalquotations.]
He then continued: I appeal to this Convention if it
would not be better for America to take off the veil of se
crecy. Look at us -- hear our transactions ! If this had been
the language of the federal Convention, what would have
been the result ? Such a constitution would not have come
G_utto your utter astonishment, conceding such dangerous
powers, and recommending secrecy in the future transactions
of government.
I believe it would have given more general
satisfaction, if the proceedings of that Convention had not
been concealed from the public eye.
This Constitution
authorizes the same conduct.
There is not an English feature in it. The transactions of Congress may be concealed
a century from the public, consistently with the Constitution.
This, sir, is a laudable imitation of" the transactions of the
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Spanish treaty. We have not forgotten with wnat a thick
veil of secrecy those transactions were covered.
We are told that this government, collectively taken, is
without an example ; that it is national in this part, and federal in that part, &e. We may be amused, if we please, by
a treatise of political anatomy.
In the brain it is national;
the stamina are federal; some limbs are tederal, others national. The senators are voted for by the state legislatures ;
so far it is federal. Individuals choose the members of the
first branch ; here it is national.
It is federal ill conferring
general powers, but national in retaining them. h is not to
be supported by the states ; the pockets of individuals are to
be searched for its maintenance.
What signifies it to me
that you have the most curious anatomical description of it
in its creation ? To all the common purposes of legislation,
it is a great consolidation of government.
You are not to have the right to legislate in any but trivial
cases ; you are not to touch private contracts ; you are not te
have the right of having arms in your own defence ; you cannot be trusted with dealing out justice between man and
man. What shall the states have to do? Take care of the
poor, repair and make highways, erect bridges, and so on,
and so on? Abolish the state legislatures at once. What
purposes should they be continued for ? Our legislature will
indeed be a ludicrous spectacle _ one hundred and eighty
men marching in solemn, farcical procession, exhibiting a
mournful proof of the lost liberty of their country, without
the power of restoring it. But, sir, we have the consolation
that it is a mixed government ; that is, it may work sorely
on your neck, but you will have some comfort by saying, that
it was a federal government in its origin.
1 beg gentlemen to consider: lay aside your prejudices.
Is this a federal government?
Is it not a consolidated
government for almost every purpose ? Is the government
of Vir_,inia_,a state government after, this government is adopted ? I grant that it is a republican government, but for
what purposes ? For such trivial domestic considerations as
render it unworthy the name of a legislature.
I shall take
leave of this political anatomy, by observing that it is the
most extraordinary that ever entered into the imagination of
man. If our political diseases demand a cure, this is an un
heard-of medicine.
The honorable member, I am convinced
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wanted a name for It. Were your health in danger, would
you take new medicine ? I need not make use of these exclamations: for evei'y member in this committee must be
alarmed at making new and unusual experiments in government.
Let us have national credit and a national treasury
in ease of war.
You never can want national resources in
time of war, if the war be a national one -- if it be necessary, and this necessity be obvious to the meanest capacity.
The utmost exertions will be used by the people of America
in that case. A republic has this advantage over a monarchy, that its wars are generally founded on more just
grounds.
A republic can never enter into a war, unless it be
a national war--unless
it. be approved of, or desired, by the
whole community.
Did ever a republic fail to use the utmost resources of the community when war was necessary ?
I call for an example.
I call also for an example where a
republic has been engaged in a war contrary to the wishes
of its people.
There are thousands of examples where the
ambition of its prince has precipitated a nation into the most
destructive war.
No nation ever withheld power when its
object was just and right.
I will hazard an observation: I
find fault with the paper before you, because the same power
that declares war has the power to carry it on. Is it so
in England ? The king declares war ; the House of Commons gives the means of carrying it on. This is a strong
check on the king.
He wil] enter into no war that is unnecessary; for the commons, having the power of withholding the means, will exercise that power, unless the object of
the war be for the interest of the nation.
How is it here ?
The Congress can both declare war and carry it on, and
levy your money, as long as you have a shilling to pay.
I shall now speak a little of the colonial confederacy which
was proposed at Albany.
Massachusetts
did not give her
consent to the prqiect at Albany, so as to consolidate with
the other colonies.
Had there been a consolidation at Albany, where would have been their charter.;
Would that
confederacy have preserved their charter from Britain ? The
strength and energy of the then designed government would
have crushed American opposition.
The American revolution took its origin from the comparative weakness of the British government--not
being concentrated in one point. A concentration of the strength and
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interest of the British government, in one point, would have
rendered opposition to its tyrannies fruitless.
For want of
that consolidation do we now enjoy liberty, and the privilege
of debating at this moment.
I am pleased with the colot.ial
establishment.
The example which the honorable member
has produced, to persuade us to depart from our present confederacy, rivets me to my former opinion, and convinces me
hat consolidation must end in the destruction Of our liberties.
The honorable gentleman has told us of our ingratitude to
France.
She "does not intend to take payment by force.
|ngratitude shall not be laid to my charge.
I wish to see
the friendship between this country and that magnanimous
ally perpetuated.
Requisitions will enable us to poy the
debt we owe to France and other countries.
She does not
desire us to go from our beloved republican government.
The change is inconsistent with our engagements with those
nations. It is cried out that those in opposition wish disumon. This is not true. They are the most strenuous
enemies to it. This government will clearly operate disunion.
If it be heard, on the other side of the Atlantic, that you are
going to disunite and dissolve the confederacy, what says
France ? Will she be indifferent to an event that will so
radically affect her treaties with us ? Our treaty with her is
founded on the federation m we are bound to her as thirteen
states confederated.
What will become Of the treaty ?
It is said that treaties will be on a better footing.
How
so ? Will the President, Senate, and House of Representatives, be parties to them ? I cannot conceive how the treaties
can be as binding if the confederacy is dissolved as they are
now.
Those nations will not continue their friendship
then; they will become our enemies.
I look on the treaties
as the greatest pillars of safety.
If the house of Bourbon
keeps us, we are safe.
Dissolve that confederacy M who
has you ? The British.
Federalism will not protect you
from the British.
Is a connection with that country more
desirable?
I was amazed when gentlemen forgot the
friends of America.
! hope that this dangerous change will
not be effected. It is safe for the French and Spaniards that
we should continue to be thirteen states; but it is not so
that we should be consolidated into one government.
They
have settlements in America : will they like schemes of pop
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ular ambition ? Will they not have some serious reflections ?
You may tell them you have not changed your situation ; but
they will not believe you.
If there be a real check intended
to be left on Congress, it must be left in the state governments.
There will be some check, as long as the judges
are incorrupt.
As long as they are upright, you may preserve your liberty.
But what will the judges determine
when the state and federal authority come to be contrasted ?
Will your liberty then he secure, when the congressional
laws are declared paramount to the laws of your state, and
the judges are sworn to support them ?
I am constrained to make a few remarks on the absurdity
>f adopting this system, and relying on the chance of
getting it amended afterwards.
When it is confessed
to be replete with defects, is it not offering to insult your
understandings
to attempt to reason you out of the propriety of rejecting it till it be amended ? Does it not insuh
your judgments to tell you, Adopt first, and then amend!
Is your rage for novelty so great, that you are first to sign
and seal, and then to retract ? Is it possible to conceive a
greater solecism?
I am at a loss what to say.
You agree
to bind yourselves hand and foot--for
the sake of what ?
Of being unbound.
You go into a dungeon mr or what ?
To get ont. Is there no danger, when you go in, that the
bolts of federal authority shall shut you _n ? Human nature
never will part from power.
Look for an example of a voluntary relibquishment of power, from one end of the globe
to another : you will find none.
Nine tenths of our fellowmen have been, and are now, depressed by the most intolerable slavery, in the different parts of the world, because the
strong hand of power has bolted them in the dungeon of
despotism.
Review the present situation of the nations of Europe,
which is pretended to be the freest quarter of the globe.
Cast your eyes on the countries called free there.
Look at
the country from which we are descended, I beseech you ;
and although we are separated by everlasting, insuperable
partitions, yet there are some virtuous people there, who are
friends to human nature and liberty.
Look at Britain : see
there the bolts and bars of power : see bribery and corruption defiling the fairest fabric that ever human nature reared!
Can a gentleman who is an Englishman, or who Is ac-
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quainted with the English history, desire to prove thes_
evils ? See the efforts of a mail descended from a friend of
America m see the efforts of that man, assisted even by the
king, to make reforms. But you find the faults too strong to
be amended.
Nothing but bloody warcan alter them. See
Ireland! That country groaned, from century to century,
without getting their government amended.
Previous adopnon was the fashion there. They sent for amendments from
time to time, but never obtained them, though pressed by the
severest oppression, till eighty thousand volunteers demanded
them, sword in hand m till the power of Britain was prostrate; when the American resistance was crowned with success. Shall we do so ? If you judge by the experience of
Ireland, you must obtain the amendments as early as possible. But, I ask you again, where is the example that a
vernment was amended by those who instituted it?
here is the instance of the errors of a government rectified
by those who adopted them ?
I shall make a few observations to prove that the power
over elections, which is given to Congress, is contrived by
the federal government, that the people may be deprived
of their proper influence in the government, by destroying
the force and effect of their suffrages. Congress is to have
a discretionary control over the time, place, and manner of
elections.
The representatives are to be elected, consequently, when and where they please. As to the time and
place, gentlemen have attempted to obviate the objection by
saying, that the time is to happen once in two years, and
that the place is to be within a particular district, or in the
respective counties.
But how will they obviate the danger
of referring the manner of election to Congress ? Those
illumined genii may see that this may not endanger the
rights of the people ; but in my unenlightened understanding, it appears plain and clear that it will impair the popular weight in the government.
Look at the Roman history.
They had two ways of voting m the one by tribes, and the
other by centuries.
By the former, numbers prevailed ; in
the latter, riches preponderated.
According to the mode
prescribed, Congress may tell you that they have a right to
make the rote of one gentleman go as far as the votes of a
hundred poor men. The Power over the manner admits of
the most dangerous latitude.
They may modify it as they
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please. They may regulate the number of votes by the
quantity of property, without involving ally repugnancy to
the Constitution.
I should not have thought of this trick or
2ontrivance, had I not seen how the public, liberty of Rome
was trifled with by the mode of voting by centuries, whereby one rich man had as many votes as a multitude of poor
men. The plebeians were trampled on till they resisted
The patricians trampled on the liberties of the plebeians till
the latter had the spirit to assert their right to freedom and
equality.
The result of the American mode of election may
be similar. Perhaps I may be told that I have gone through
the regions of fancy--that
I deal in noisy exclamations
and mighty professions of patriotism. Gentlemen may retain their opinions; but I look on that paper as the most
fatal plan that could possibly be conceived to enslave a free
people.
If such be your rage for novelty, take it, and welcome; but you never shall have my consent.
My sentiments may appear extravagant, but I can tell you that a
number of my fellow-citizens have kindred sentiments ; and
I am anxious, if my country should come into the hands oi
tyranny, to exculpate myself from being in any degree the
cause, and to exert my faculties to the utmost to extricate
her. Whether I am gratified or not in my beloved form of
overnment, I consider that the more she has plunged into
istress, the more it is my duty to relieve her. Whatever
may be the result, I shall wait with patience till the day
may eome when an opportunity shall offer to exert myself
in her cause.
But I should be led to take that man for a lunatic, who
should tell me to run into the adoption of a government
avowedly defective, in hopes of having it amended afterwards.
Were I about to give away the meanest particle of my own
property, I should act with more prudence and discretion.
My anxiety and fears are great lest America, by the adoption of this system, should be cast into a fathomless bottom.
_Mr. Henry then concluded that, as he had not gone through
all'he intended to say, he hoped he would be indulged another time.
Mr. LE]_, (of Westmoreland.)
Mr. Chairman, when 1
spoke before, And called on the honorable gentleman (Mr.
Henry) to come forward and give his reasons for his opposition in a systematic manner, I did it from love of order,
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and respect for the character of the honorable gentleman;
having no other motives but the good of my country.
As
he seemed so solicitous that the truth should be brought
before the committee on this occasion, I thought I could not
do more properly than to call on him for his reasons for
standing forth the champion of opposition.
I took the liberty to add, that the subject belonged to the judgments of
the gentlemen of the committee, and not to their passions.
I am obliged to him for his politeness in this committee;
but as the honorable gentleman seems to have discarded, in
a great measure, solid argument and stron_ reasoning, and
has established a new system of throwing those bolts which
he has so peculiar a dexterity at discharging, I trust l shall
not incur the displeasure of the committee by answering
the honorable gentleman in the desultory manner in which
he has treated the subject.
I shall touch a few of those
luminous points which he has entertained us with. He told
us, the other day, that the enemies of the Constitution were
firm supporters of liberty, and implied that its friends were
not republicans. This may have been calculated to make
impressions disadvantageous to those gentlemen who favor
this new plan of government; and impressions of this kind
are not easily eradicated.
I conceive that I may say with
truth that the friends of that paper are true republicans_ and
by no means less attached to liberty than those who oppose
it. The verity of this does not depend on my assertion_ but
on the lives and well-known characters of different gentlemen in different parts of the continent.
I trust the friends
of that government will oppose the efforts of despotism as
firmly as its opposers.
Much is said by gentlemen out of doors
They ought tn
urge all their objections here; I hope they will offer them
here ; l shall confine myself to what is said here. In all his
rage for democracy, and zeal for the rights of the people,
how often does he express his admiration of that king and
Parliament over the Atlantic ! Bat we republicans are contemned aad despised.
Here, sir, I conceive that implication
might operate against himself.
He tells us that he is a stanch republican, and that he
adores liberty.
] believe him ; and when I do so, I wonder
that he should say that a kinglygovernment
is superior to
that system which we admire. He tells you that it cher-

178

DEBATES.

[L_g.

ishes a standing army, and that militia alone ought to be
depended upon for the defence of every free country. There
is. not a gentleman in this house,. (not even the gentleman.
himself,) there is no man without these walls, who admires
the militia more than I do. Without w_nity, I may say 1
have had different experience of their service from that of
the honorable gentlem'an.
It was my fortune to "be a soldier
of my country.
In the discharge of my duty, I knew the
worth of militia.
I have seen them pertbrm feats that would
do honor to the first veterans, and submitting to what would
daunt German soldiers.
I saw what the. honorable gentleman did not see m our men fighting with the troops of that
king whom he so much admires.
1 have seen proofs of the
wisdom of that paper on your table.
I have seen incontro
vertible evidence that militia cannot always be relied upon.
I could enumerate many instances, but one will suffice.
Let
the gentleman recollect the action of Guiidford.
The American regular troops behaved there with the most gallant intrepidity.
What did the militia do ? The greatest number
of them fled. Their abandonment of the regulars occasioned
the loss of the field. Had the line been supported that day,
Cornwallis, instead of surrendering at Yorktown, would have
laid down his arms at Guildford.
This plan provides for the public defence as it ought to do.
Regulars are to be employed when necessary, and the service
of the militia will always be made use of. This, sir, will
promote agricultural industry and skill, and military discipline
and science.
I cannot understand the implication of the honorable gentleman, that, because Congress may arm the militia, the states
cannot do it: nor do I understand the reverse of the proposition.
The states are, by no part of the plan before you,
precluded from arming and disciplining the militia, should
Congress neglect it. In the course of Saturday, and some
revious harangues, from the terms in which some of the
orthern States were spoken of, one would have thought that
the love of an American was in some degree criminal, .as
being incompatible with a proper degree of affection for a
Virginian.
The people of America, sir, are one people.
!
love the people of the north, not because they have adopted
the Con'stitution, but because I fought with them as my
countrymen, and because I consider them as such.
Does it

Lz_.]

VIRGINIA.

179

follow from hence that I have forgotten my attachment to
my native state ? In all local matters ] shall be a Virginian :
in those of a general nature, I shall not forget that 1 am an
American.
He has called on_ the house to expose the catalogue of
evils which would justify this change of the government.
I
appeal to gentlemen's candor--has
not a most mournful
detail been unfolded here ?
In the course of the debates, I have heard from those gentlemen who have advocated the new system, an ermmer_tion
which drew groans t_om my very soul, but which did not
draw one sigh from the honorable gentleman over the way.
Permit me to ask if there be an evil which can visit mankind so injurious and oppressive, in its consequence and
operation, as a tender-law ? If Pandora's box were on one
side of me, and a tender-law on the other, I would rather
submit to the box than to the tender-law.
The principle,
evil as it is, is not so base and pernicious as the application.
It breaks down the moral character of your people, robs the
widow of her maintenance, and defrauds the orphan of his
7ood. The widow and orphan are reduced to misery, by
receiving, in a depreciated value, money which the husband
and father had lent out of friendship.
This reverses the
natural course of things.
It robs the industrious of the fruits
of their labor, and often enables the idle and rapacious to
live in ease and comfort at the expense of the better part of
the community.
Was there not another evil but the possibility of continuing such palpable injustice, I would object to the present
system.
But, sir, I will, out of many more, mention another.
How are your domestic creditors situated ? I will not go to
the general creditors.
I mean the military creditorthe
man who, by the vices of your system, is urged to part with
his money for a trivial consideration m the poor man, who
has the paper in his pocket for which he can receive little
or nothing.
There is a greater number of these meritorious
men than the honorable gentleman believes.
These unfortunate men are compelled to receive paper instead of gold
paper which nominally represents something, but which in
reality represents almost nothing.
A proper government
could do them justice, but the present one cannot do it.
They are therefore forced to parl from that paper which they
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fought for, and get less than a dollar for twenty shillings.
I
would, for my part, and I hope every other gentleman here
would, submit to the inconvenience;
but when I consider
that the widows of gallant heroes, with their numerous offspring, are laboring imder the most distressing indigence,
and that these poor, unhappy people will be relie,_d by the
adoption of this Constitution, 1 am still more impressed with
the necessity of this change.
But, says the honorable gentleman, we arc in peace.
Does he forget the insurrection in Massachusetts ? Perhaps
he did not extend his philanthropy to that quarter.
I was
then in Congress, and had a proper opportunity to know the
circumstances of this event.
Had Shays been possessed of
abilities, he might have established that favorite system of
the gentleman--king,
lords, and commons.
Nothing was
wanting to bring about a revolution but a great man to head
the insurgents ; but, fortunately, he was a worthless captain.
There were thirty thousand stand of arms, nearly, in his power, which were defended by a pensioner of this country.
It
would have been sufficient had he taken this deposit.
He
failed in it; hut, even after that failure, it was in the power
of a great man to have taken it. But he wanted design
and knowledge.
Will you trust to the want of design and
knowledge?
Suppose another insurrection,
headed by a
different man : what will follow ? Under a man of capacity, the favorite government of that gentleman might have
been established in Massachusetts, and extended to Virginia.
But, sir, this is a consolidated government, he tells us;
and most feelingly does he dwell on the imaginary dangers
of this pretended consolidation.
I did suppose that an honorable gentleman, whom I do not now see, (Mr. Madison,)
had placed this in such a clear light that every man would
have heen satisfied with it.
If this were, a consolidated government, ought it not to he
ratified by a majority of the people as individuals, and not as
states ? Suppose Virginia, Connecticut, Massachusetts, and
Pennsylvania, had ratified it; these four states, bein_ a majority of the people of America, would, by their adoption,
have made it binding on all the states, had this been a eonsolidated government.
But it is only the government of
those seven states who have adopted it. If the honoraNe
gentleman will attend to this, we shall hear no more of
consolidation.
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Direct taxation is another objection on which the honorable gentleman expatiates.
This has been answered bv
several able gentlemen; but as the honorable gentleman reverts to the subject, I hope I shall be excused in saying a
little on it. If union be necessary, direct taxes are also
necessary for its support. ]f it be aa inconvenience, it
results from the union; and we must take its disadvantages
with it : besides, it will render it unnecessary to recur to the
sanguinary method which some gentlemen are said to admire.
Had the Amphictyonic council had the power contained in
that paper, would they have sent armies to levy money ?
Will the honorable gentleman say that it is more eligible
and humane to collect money by carrying fire and sword
through the country, than by the peaceable mode of raising
money of the people, through the medium of an officer of
peace, when it is necessaryr
But says he, "The President will enslave you; Congress
will trample on your liberties; a few regiments will appear;
Mr. Chief Justice must give way; our mace-bearer is no
match for a regiment."
It was inhuman to place an individual against a whole regiment.
A few regiments will not
avail; I trust the supporters of the government would get
the better of runny regiments.
Were so mad an attempt
made, the people would assemble in thousands, and drive
thirty times the number of their few regiments.
We would
then do as we have already done with the regiments of that
king whom he so often tells us of.
The public liberty, says he, is designed to be destroyed.
What does he mean?
Does he mean that we, who are
friends to that government, are not friends to liberty ? No
man dares to say so. Does he mean that he is a greater
admirer of liberty than we are? Perhaps so. But I undertake to say that, when it will be necessary to struggle in the
cause of freedom, he will find himself equalled by thousands
of those who support this Constitution.
The purse of the
people of Virginia is not given up by that paper: they can
take no more of our money than is necessary to pay our
share of the public debts, and provide for the general welfare.
Were "t otherwise, no man would be louder against it than
mYHef'has"_^l
represented
from the other states.

our situation as contradistingaished
What does he mean ? I ask if it be
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fair to attempt to influence gentlemen by particular applications to local interests? I say, it is not tair. Am I to be
told, when I come to deliberate on the interest of Virginia,
that it obstructs the interest of the county of Westmoreland ?
Is this obstruction a sufficient reason to neglect the collective
interests of Virginia ? Were it of a local nature, it would be
right to prefer it ; but, being of a general nature, the local
interest must give way. I trust, then, that gentlemen will
consider that the object of their deliberations is of a general
nature. I disregard the argument which insinuated the propriety of attending to localities; and I hope that the gentlemen to whom it was addressed regard too much the happiness
of the community to be influenced by it.
But he tells you that the Mississippi is insecure unless you
reject this system, and that the transactions relating to it
were carried on under a veil of secrecy. His arguments on
this subject are equally as defective as those I have just had
under consideration. But I feel myself called on by the
honorable gentleman to come forward and tell the truth
about the transactions respecting the Mississippi. In every
action of my life in which I have been concerned, whether
as soldier or politician, the good of my country was my
first wish. I have attended not only to the good of the
United States, but also to that of particular districts. There
are men of integrity and truth here who were also then in
Congress. I call on them to put me right with respect to
those transactions. As far as I could gather from what was
then passing, I believe there was not a gentleman in that
Congress who had an idea of surrendering the navigation
of that rivet'. They thought of the best mode of securing
it : some thought one way, and some another way. I was
one of those men who thought the mode which has been alluded to the best to secure it. I shall never deny that it
was my opinion. I was one peculiarly interested. I had a
fortune in that country, purchased, not by paper money, but
by gold, to the amount of eight thousand pounds. But priw_te interest could not have influenced me. The public
welfare was my criterion in my opinion. I united private
interest to public interest, not of the whole people of Virginia, but of the United States. I thought I was promoting
the real interest of the people. But, says he, it was under
".heveil of secrecy. There was no peculiar or t,ucommon
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desire manifested of concealing those transactions They
were carried on in the same manner with others of the same
nature, and consonant to the principlesof the Confederation.
I saw no anxiety on the occasion. I wish he would send to
the president to know their secrets. He would be gratified
ful_eh, honorable member, this day, among other things,
gave us a statement of those states that have passed the
new system, of those who have not, and of those who would
probably not pass it. He called his assertions facts ; but I
expected he would show us something to prove their existence.
He tells us that New Hampshire and Rhode Island havo
refused it. Is that a fact?
It is not afact. New Hampshire has not refused it. That state postponed her ultimate
decision till she could know what Massachusetts would do ;
and whatever the gentleman may say of borderers, the
people of that state were very right in conductin_ themselves as they did. With respect to Rhode lsland,] hardly
know any thing• That small state has so rebelled against
iustice, and so knocked down the bulwarks of probity, rectitude, and truth, that nothing rational or just can be expected from her.
She has not, however, I believe, called a convention to
deliberate on it, much less formally refused it. From her
situation, it is evident that she must adopt it, unless she departs from the primary maxims of human nature, which are
those of self-preservation. New York and North Carolina
are so high in opposition, he tells us, that they will certainly
reject it. Here is another of his facts ; and he says he has the
highest authority. As he dislikes the veil of secrecy, I beg
he would tell us that high authority from which he gets this
fact. Has he offi_:ialcommunications? Have the exeeuuves
of those states informed him ? Has our executive been apprized of it ? I believe not. I hold his unsupported authority in contempt.
Pennsylvania, Delaware, and New Jersey, have adopted;
nut, says he, they were governed by local considerations.
What are these local considerations? The honorable gentleman draws advantages from every source; but his arguments operate very often against himself. I admirethe state
"}fPennsylvania. she deserves the att:whment of every lover
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of his country.
Poor Pennsylvania,
says he, has been
tricked into it. What an insult!
The honorable gentleman would not say so of an individual: I know his politeness too well. Will he insult the majority of a free country ?
Pennsylvania is a respectable state. Though not so extensive
as Virginia, she did as much as any state, in proportion, during the war; and has done as much since the peace.
She
has done as much in every situation, and her citizens
have been as remarkable for their virtue and science, as
those of any state.
The honorable gentleman has told you
that Pennsylvania has been tricked into it; and in so saying
has insulted the majority of a free country, in a manner in
which I would not dare to insult any private gentleman.
Tile other adopting states have not been tricked into it,
it seems.
Why?
The honorable gentleman cannot tell us
why these have not been tricked into it, any more than he
can tell why Pennsylvania
has been tricked into it. Is it
because of their superior power and respectahility?
or is it
the consequence of their local situation ? But the state of
New York has too much virtue to be governed by local considerations.
He insinuates this by his assertion that she will
not regard the examples of the other states.
How can he,
without being inconsistent, and without perverting facts,
pretend to say that New York is not governed by local considerations in her opposition ? Is she not influenced by the
local consideration of retaining that impost of which he
says Connecticut and New Jersey wish to get a participation ? What does he say of North Carolina ? How will local
considerations affect her ? If the principle be uniform, she
will be led by the local consideration of wishing to get a
participation of the impost of the importing states.
Is it to
he supposed that she will be so blind to her own interest as
to depart from this principle ?
When he attempted to prove that you ought not to adopt
that paper which I admire, he told you that it was untrodden
ground.
This objection goes to the adoption of any government.
The British government ought to be proposed per
haps.
It is trodden ground.
I know not of any reason to
operate against a system, heeause it is untrodden ground.
The ho,_orable gentleman objects to the publication from
time to time, as being ambiguous and uncertain.
Does not
from time to time signify convenient time ? If it admits of
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an extension of time, does it not equally admit of publishing
the accounts at very short periods?
_or argument sake,
say they may postpone the publications of the public accounts to the expiration of every ten years : will their constituents be satisfied with this conduct?
Will the)' not
discard them, and elect other men, who will publish the
accounts as often as they ought ? It is also in their power
to publish every ten days. Is it not more probable that they
will do their duty than that they will neglect it, especially
as their interest is inseparably connected with their duty ?
He says they may conceal them for a century.
Did yon
ever hear so trivial and so captious an argument?
|felt
when the great genius of the gentleman nodded on that occasion.
Another objection of the honorable
gentleman
(whom I cannot tbllow through all his windings and turn"ngs) is, that those parts of the Constitution which are in
favor of privileges, are not so clearly expressed as those parts
which concede powers.
I beg your attention, because this
is a leading distinction.
As long as the privilege of representation is well secured, our liberties cannot be easily endangered.
I'coneeive this is secured in this country more
fully than in any other.
How are we, the people of Amerrica, as landholders, compared to the people of all the world
besides?
Vassalage is not known here.
A small quantity
of land entitles a man to a freehold: land is pretty equally
divided, and the law of descents, in this country, will carry
this division farther and fartherperhaps even to an extreme.
This, of itself, secures this great privilege.
Is it so
in any other country ? Is it so in England ? We differ in
this from all other countries.
I admire this paper in this respect.
It does not impair our right of suffrage.
Whoever
will have a right to vote for a representative to our legislature, will also have a right to vote for a federal representative.
This will render that branch of Congress very democratic.
We have a right to send a certain proportion.
If we do not
exert that right, it will be our folly.
It was necessary to provide against licentiousness, which
is so natural to our climate.
I dread more from the licentiousness of the people than from the bad government ot
rulers.
Our privileges are not, however, in danger: they
are better secured than any bill of rights could have secured
th "m.
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I say that this new system shows, in stronger
term_ .ban
words could declare, that the liberties of the people are secure.
It goes on the principle that all power is in the people, and
that rulers have no powers but what are enumerated
in that
paper.
When a question
arises with r_,spect to the legality
of any power, exercised or assumed by Congress,
il is plain
on the side of the governed : Is it enumerated
in the Constitution ?
If it be, it is legal and .just.
It is otherwise
arbitrary and unconstitutional.
Candor
must confess that it is
infinitely
more attentive to the liberties of the people than
any state government.
[Mr. Lee then said, that, under the state governments, the people reserved to themselves certain enumerated rights, and that the rest were
vested in their rulers; that, consequently, the powers reserved to the
people were but an inconsiderable exception from what were given to
t.heir rulers ; but that, in the federal government, the rulers of the people
were vested with certain defined powers, and that what were not delcgated
to those rulers were retained by the people. The consequence of this, he
said, was, that the limited powers were only an exception to those which
rested in the people, and that they knew what they had given up, and
could be in no danger. He exemplified the proposition in a familiar manner, tie observed, that, if a man delegated certain powers
to an agent, it would be an insult upon common sense to suppose
that the agent could legally transact any business for his principal which
was not contained in the commission whereby the powers were delegated ;
but that, if a man empowered his representative or agent to transact all
his business except certain enumerated parts, the clear result was, that the
agent could lawfully transact every possible part of his principal's business
except the enumerated parts ; and added, that these plain propositions were
sufficient to demonstrate the inutility andfolly (were he permitted to use
the expression) of bills of rights.]
He then continued:
I am convinced
that that paper secures the liberty of Virginia, and of the United
States.
I
ask myself if there be a single power in it which is not necessary for the support of the Union ; and, as far as my reasomng goes, I say that, if you deprive it of one single power
contained
in it, it will be " vox et preeterea nihil."
Those
who are to go to Congress
will be the servants of the people.
They are created
and deputed
by us, and removable
by
us.
Is there a greater security than this in our state government ? To fortify this security, is there not a constitutional
remedy in the government,
to reform any errors which shall
be found inconvenient
? Although the honorable gentleman
has dwelt so long upon it, he has not made it appear otherwise.
The Confederation
can neither render us happy at
home nor respectable
abroad.
I conceive this systeq_ will
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do both.
The two gentlemen who have _en in the grand
Convention have proved, incontestably, that the fears arising
from the powers of Coqgress are groundless.
Having now
gone through some of the principal parts of the gentleman's
harangue, 1 shall take up but a few moments in replying to
its conclusion.
I contend, for myself and the friends of the Constitution.
that we are as great friends to liberty as he or any othel
person, and that we will not be behind in exertions in its
defence when it is invaded.
For my part, I trust that,
young as I am, I shall be trusted, in the support of freedom,
as far as the honorable gentleman.
1 feel that indignation
and contempt, with respect to his previous amendments,
which he expresses against posterior amendments.
I can
see no danger from a previous ratification. I see infinite
dangers from previous amendments.
I shall give my suf
frage for the former, because I think the happiness of my
country depends upon it. To maintain and secure that
happiness is the first object of my wishes.
[ shall brave all
storms and political dangers.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Having consumed heretofore so
much of your time, I did not intend to trouble you a_ain so
soon. But now I call on this committee, by way orright,
to permit me to answer some severe charges against the
friends of the new Constitution.
It is a right I am entitled
to, and shall have. I have spoken twice in this committee.
I have shown the principles which actuated the general
Convention ; and attempted to prove that, after the ratification of the proposed system by so many states, the preservation of the Union depended on its adoption by us. I find
myself attacked in the most illiberal manner by the honorable gentleman, (Mr. Henry.)
I disdain his aspersions and
his insinuations.
His asperity is warranted by no principle
of parliament lry decency, nor compatible with the least
shadow of friendship; and if our friendship must fall, let it
fall, like Lucifer, never to rise again ! Let him remember
that it is not to answer him, but to satisfy his respectahle
audience, that I now"get up. He has accused me of inconsistency in this very respectable assembly.
Sir, if I do
not stand on the bottom of integrity, and pure love for Virginia, as much as those who can be most clamorous, I wish
*o resign my existence.
Consistency consists in actions,
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and not m empty, specious words.
Ever since the first entrance into that federal
business,
I have been inevitably
governed
by an invincible
attachment
to the happiness
of
the people of America.
Federal measures
had been before
that time repudiated.
The augmentation
of congressional
powers was dreaded.
The imbecility
of the Confederation
was proved and acknowledged.
When I had the honor of
being deputed to the federal Convention,
to revise the existing system, I was impressed
with the necessity
of a more
energetic
government,
and thoroughly
persuaded
that the
salvation of the people of America depended
on an intimate
and firm union.
The honorable
gentlemen
there can say,
that, when I went thither, no man was a stronger friend to
such a union than myself.
I informed
you why I refused
to sign.
I understand
not him who wishes to give a full scope to
licentiousness
and dissipation--who
would advisi_ me to reject the proposed plan, and phmge us into anarchy.
[ Here his excellency, Governor Randolph, read the conclusion of his
public letter, (wherein he says, that, notwithstanding his objections to the
Constitution, he would adopt it rather than lose the Union,) and proceeded to prove the consistency of his present opinion with his former conduct ;
when Mr. Henry arose, and declared that he had no personal intention
of offending any one ; that he did his duty, but that he did not mean to
wound the feelings of any gentleman; that he was sorry if he offended
the honorable gentleman without intending it ; and that every gentleman
had a right to maintain his opinion. His excellency then said that he
was relieved by what the honorable gentleman said; that, were it not for
the concession ot" the gentleman, he would have made some men's hair
stand on end, by the disclosure of certain facts. Mr. Henry then requested that, if he had any thing to say against him, he would disclose it.
His excellency then continued, that as there were some gentlemen there
who might not be satisfied by the recantation of the honorable gentleman,
without being informed, he should give them some information on the
subject ; that his ambition had ever been to promote the Union ; that he
was no more attached to it now than he always had been; and that he
could in some degree prove it by the paper which he held in his hand,
which was his public letter. He then read a considerable part of his
letter, wherein he expressed his friendship to the Union. He then informed the committee, that, on the day of election of delegates for the
Convention, f Jr the county of tIenrico, it being incumbent upon him to
give his opimon, he told the respectable freeholders of that county his
sentiment_mthat he wished not to become a member of that Convention; that he had not attempted to create a belief that he would vote
against the Constitution ; that he did really unfold to them his actual opin.
ion, which v,as perfectly reconcilable with the suffrage he was going to
give in favor of the Constitution. He then read part of a letter which he
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hadwritten to his constituents on the subject, which was expressiveo¢
sentimentsamicab]eto a unionwith other states. He then threw dowr,
the letteron the clerk's table, and declared that it might lie there fo,
the inspectionof the curiousand malicious.]
He then proceeded thus : I am asked why 1 nave thought
proper to patronize this government.
Not because ! am
one of those illuminated, but because the felicity of my
country i_quires it. The highest houors have no allurements
to charm me. If he be as little attached to public places
as I am, he must be free from ambition.
It is true that 1
am now in an elevated situation ; but I consider it as a far
less happy or eligible situation than that of an ineonsidera
ble landholder.
Give me peace--I
ask no more. I ask
no honor or gratification.
Give me public peace, and I will
carve the rest for myself.
The happiness of my country is
my first wish.
I think it necessary for that happiness that
this Constitution be now adopted ; for, in spite of the rep
resentation of the honorable gentleman, I see a storm growl
ing over Virginia.
No man has more respect for Virginia,
or a greater affection for her citizens, than I have; but I
cannot flatter you with a kinder or more agreeable representation, while we are surrounded by so many dangers,
and when there is so much rancor in the hearts of your
citizens.
1 beg the honorable gentleman to pardon me for reminding
him that his historical references and quotations are not accurate.
If he errs so much with respect to his facts, as he
has done in history, we cannot depend on his information or
assertions.
He had, early in the debates, instanced Holland
as a happy democracy, highly worthy of our imitation.
From
thence he went over the mountains to Switzerland, to find
another democracy.
He represenled all those cantons as
being of the democratic kind. I wish he had reflected a
little more, and distinguished those that are democratieal
from those which are aristocratical.
He has already been
reminded of his errors. I should not now put him right
with respect to history, had he not continued his mistakes.
Consult all writers m t_om Sir William Temple to those of
modern times mthey will inform you, that the republic of
Holland is an aristocracy.
He has inveighed against the
stadtholder.
I do not understand his application of this to
the American President.
It is well known that, but for the
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3tadthdder, the republic would have been mined long ago.
Holland, it seems, has no ten miles square.
But she has the
Hague, where the deputies of the states assemble.
It has
been tbund necessary to have a fixed place of meeting.
But
the influence which it has given the province of Holland to
have the seat of the government within its territory, subiect
in some respects to its control, has been injurious to the other
prorinees.
The wisdom of the Convention is therefore manifi;st in granting the Congress exclusive jurisdiction over the
place of their session.
I am going to correct a still greater
error which he has committed, not in order to show any
little knowledge of history I have, (for I am by no means
satisfied with its extent,) but to endeavor to prerent any impressions from being made by improper and mistaken representations.
He said that Magna Charta destroyed all implication.
This was not the object of Magna Charta, but to destroy
the power of tile king, and secure the liberty of the people.
The bill of rights was intended to restore the government to
its primitive principles.
We are harassed by quotations from Holland and Switzerland, which are inapplicable in themselves, and not founded
in fact.
I am surprised at his proposition of previous amendments,
and his assertion that subsequent ones will cause disunion.
Shall we not lose our influence and weight in the government to brin._ about amendments, if we propose them previously ? V_ll not the senators be chosen, and the electors
of the President be appointed, and the government brought
instantly into action, after the ratification of nine states ? In
this disunion, when will the effect proposed be produced ?
But no mall here is willing to believe what the honorable
gentleman says on this point.
I was in hopes we should
come to some degree of order.
I fear that order is no more.
I believe that we should confine ourselves to the particular
clause, under consideration, and to such other clauses as
might be connected with it.
Why have we been told that maxims can alone save nations ; that our maxims are our bill of rights ; and that the
liberty of the press, trial by jury, and religion, are destroyed ?
Give me leave to say, that the maxims of Virginia are union
and justice.
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The honorable gentleman has passed by my observations
with respect to British debts. He has thought proper to he
silent on this subject. My observations must therefore have
full force. Justice is, and ought to be, our maxim; and must
be that of every temperate, moderate, and upright man. I
should not say so much on this occasion, were it not that [
perceive that the flowers of rhetoric are perverted, in order
to make impressions unfavorfible and inimical to an impartial
and candid decision.
What security call arise from a bill
of rights ? The predilection for it has arisen from a misconception of its principles.
It cannot secure the liberties of
this country. A bill of rights was used in England to limit
the king's prerogative; he could trample on the liberties of
the people in every case which was not within the restraint
ot' the bill of rights.
Our situation is radically different from that of the people
of England.
What have we to do with bills of rights ? Six
or seven states have none. Massachusetts has declared her
bill of rights as no part of her Constitution.
Virginia has a
bill of rights, but it is no part of her Constitution.
By not
saying whether it is paramount to the Constitution or not, it
has leti us in confusion.
Is the bill of rights consistent with
the Constitution ? Why, then, is it not inserted in the Constitution ? Does it add any thing to the Constitution ? Why
is it not in the Constitution ? Does it except any thing from
the Constitution ? Why not put the exceptions in the Constitution ?
Does it oppose the Constitution ? This will
produce mischief.
The jodges will dispute which is paramount. Some will say, the bill of rights is paramount : others will say, that the Constitution, being subsequent in point
of time, must be paramount.
A bill of rights, therelbre,
accurately speaking, is quite useless, if not dangerous to a
republic.
I had objections to this Constitution.
I still have objections to it. [Here he read the objections which appeared
in his public letter.]
The gentleman asks, How comes it to
pass that you are now willing to take it ? I answer, that I
see Virginia in such danger, that, were its defects greater, [
would adopt it. These dangers, though not immediately
present to our view, yet may not be far distant, if we disunite
from the other states.
I will join any man in endeavoring
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to get amendments, after the danger of disunion is removed
by a previous adoption.
The honorable gentleman says that the federal spirit leads
to disunion. The federal spirit is not superior to human
nature, but it cannot be justly charged with having a tendency to disunion.
If we were to take the gentleman's
discrimination as our guide, the spirit of Virginia would be
dictatorial.
Virginia dictates to eight states.
A single
amendment, proposed as the condition of our accession, will
operate total disunion. Where is the state that shall conceive itself obliged to aid Virginia ? The honorable gendeman says there is no danger--great
in imagination, but
nothing in reality. What is the meaning of this ? What
would this state do, if opposed alone to the arms of France
or Great Britain ? Would there be no danger in such a
case ? Was not the assistance of France necessary to enable the United States to repel the attack of Great Britain ?
In the last war, by union and judicious concert of measures,
we were triumphant.
Can this be the case in a future war,
if we be disunited from our sister states ? What would have
been the consequence, if, in the late war, we had reposed on
our arms, and depended on Providence alone ? Shall we
ever be at peace, because we are so now ? Is it unnecessary to provide against future events ? His objection goes
to prove that Virginia can stand by herself.
The advice
that would attempt to convince me of so pernicious an error
1 treat with disdain. Our negroes are numerous, and are
daily becoming alore so. When I reflect on their compara
tire number, and comparative condition, I am the more persuaded of the groat fitness of becoming more formidable
than ever.
It seems that republican borderers are peaceable.
This
is another lapse in history.
Did he never know that a number of men were as much inspired with ambition as any
individual ? Had he consulted
history, he would have
known that the most destructive wars have been carried on.
with the most implacable hatred, between neighboring r,'
publics. It is proved by his favorite Roman history, that
republican borderers are as apt to have rancor in their hearts
as any. The institutions of Lycurgus himself could not
restrain republican borderers from hostility.
He treats thc
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idea of commercial hostility as extravagant. History might
intbrm him of its reality. Experience might give him some
instruction on the suhject.
Go to the Potomac, and mark what you see. I had the
mortification to see vessels witlfin a very little distance from
the Virginian shore, belonging to Maryland, driven from our
ports by the badness of our regulations. I take the liberty
of a freeman in exposing what appears to me to deserve
censure. I shall take that liberty in reprehending the wicked
act which attainted Josiah Phillips. Because he was not a
Socrates, is he to be attainted at pleasure ? Is he to be
attainted because he is not among the high of repotation ?
After the use the gentleman made of a word innocently used
to express a crowd, I thought he would be carethl himself.
We are all equal in this country. I hope that, with respect
to birth, there is no superiority. It gives me pleasure to reflect that, though a man cannot trace up his lineage, yet he
is not to be despised. I shall always possess these sentiments and feelings. I shall never aspire at high offices. If
my country should ever think my services worth an.y thing,
it shall be in the humble capacity of a representative : higher
than this I will not aspire.
He has expatiated on the turpitude of the character of
Josiah Phillips. Has this any thing to do with the principle
on which he was attainted ? We all agree that he was an
abandoned man. But if you can prepare a bill to attaint a
man, and pass it through both houses in an instant, I ask
you, who is safe ? There is no man on whom a cloud may
not hang some time or other, if a demagogue should think
proper to take advantage of it to his destruction. Phillips
had a commission in his pocket at that time. He was,
therefore, only a prisoner of war. This precedent may destroy the best man in the community, when he was arbitrarily
attainted merely because he was not a Sot:rates.
He has perverted my meaning with respect to our government. I spoke of.the Confederation. He took no notice
of this. He reasoned of the Constitution of Virginia. I
had said nothing of it on that occasion. Requisitions, however, he said, were safe and advisable, because they give
time for deliberation. Will not taxation do this ? Will not
Congress, when laying a tax, bestow a thought upon it ?
But he means to say, that tile. state itself ot_ght to say
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whelhe_ she pleases to pay or not. Con.g_'.ess,by the Confederation, has power to make any reqmsltions.
The states
are constitutionally bound to pay them. We have seen their
happy effects.
When the requisitions are right, and duly
proportioned, it is in the power of any slate to refuse to
comply with them.
He says that he would give them the impost. I cannot
understand him, as he says he has an hereditary hatred to
custom-house officers. Why despise them ? Why shouht
the people hate them ? I am afraid he has accidentally discovered a principle that will lead him to make greater
opposition than can be justified by any thing in the Constitution. I would undertake to prove the fallacy of every
observation he made on that occasion ; but it is too late now
to add any more. At another opportunity I shall give a full
refutation to all he has said.
TUESDAY,

June 10, 1788.

[The 1st and2d sectionsstill underconsideration.]
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, I was restrained
yesterday, by the lateness of the day, from making those
observations which I intended to make in answer to the
honorable gentleman who had gone before me. I shall now
resunre that subject.
I hope we shall come at last to a
decision.
I shall not forever wander from the point, or
transgress the rules of this house ; but, after making answer
to him, shall go on in regular order.
He observed that the only question was, with respect to
previous and subsequent amendments.
Were this the only
question, sir, I am sure this inconsiderable matter would not
long retard a decision.
I conceive the preservation of the
Union to be a question of great magnitude.
This must be
a peculiar o_.'ect of my attention, unless l depart from that
rule which has regulated my conduct since the introduction
of federal measures.
Suppose, contrary to my expectation,
this Convention should propose certain amendments previous
to its ratification, nmiid
and pliant as those states may be
who have received it unanimously; flexible as those may be
who have adopted it by a maiority ; I had rather argue, from
human nature, that they will not recede from their resolutions, to accommodate our caprice.
Is there no jealousy
existing between the states ? They discover no superiority,
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in any one state, of arrogating to itself a right to dictate
what ought to be done.
They would not see the reasons of
such amendments, for some amendments in themselves are
really, dangerous.
The same reasons could not be impresseo
on all the states.
1 shall mention one example : I shall suppose, for instance, that we shall propose, as an amendme,,t,
that the President shall have a council.
I conceive a council to be injurious to the executive.
The counsellors will
either impede or clog the President ; or, if he be a man of
dexterity, they will be governed by him. They will also
impair his responsibility.
Is it probable that all the other
states would think alike on the sul!ject, or agree to such an
alteration?
As there is a mode in the Constitution itself to
procure amendments, not by reference to the people, but by
the interposition of the state legislatures, will the people of
Virginia bind themselves not to enter into the Union till
amendments shall have been obtained ? I refer it to any
gentleman here, whether this may not entirely exclude us
from the Union.
The honorable gentleman then told us, that Maryland held
out, and that there can be no danger from our holding out
of the Union ; that she refused to come into the Confederation until the year 1781, when she was pressed by the then
Congress.
Is this a proper comparison ? The fear of the
British army and navy kept the states together.
This fear
induced that state to come into the Union then, otherwise the
Union would have been destroyed.
We are also told that
Vermont held out. His information is inaccurate.
Pardol
me for saying that it is not to be found in the history ot
those times.
The right to that territory was long in dispute
between New York and Connecticut.
The inhabitants
took that opportunity of erecting themselves into a state.
They pressed Congress for admission into the Union. Their
solicitations were continually opposed till the year 1781,
when a kind of assent was given. Can it be said, from this,
that the people of Vermont held out against the Confederation of twelve states ? Were they sufficiently wealthy and
numerous to do so ? Virginia is said to be able to stand b)
herself.
From her situation she has cause to fear. She
has also cause to fear from her inability to raise an arm), a
navy, or money.
I contend that she is not able to stand by
herself.
I am sure that every man who comes from the ex-
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posed parts of this country is well convinced of this truth.
As thee have been enumerated, it would be useless to go
over them again.
He then told us that an error in government never can be removed.
I will acknowledge, with him,
that there are governments in Europe, whereof the defects
have a long time been unaltered, and are not easily changed.
We need not go farther than the war to find a willing
relinquishment of power.
Look at the Confederation : you
will find there such a voluntary relinquishment.
View the
convention at Annapolis : the object of its delegation involved
in its nature some relinquishment of power. It produced
this effect--all
the states, except Rhode Island, agreed to
call a _eneral Convention, to revise the Confederation, and
invest t_ongress with more power. A general Convention
has been called; it has proposed a system which concedes
considerable powers to Congress.
Eight states have already
assented to this concession:
After this, can we say that
men will not voluntarily relinquish power?
Contrast this
country with Scotland, blessed with union. The circumstances of the two countries are not dissimilar. View Scotland : that country is greatly benefited by union. It Would
not be now in its present flourishing situation without the
auspices of England.
This observation brings us to the
necessity of union.
Were we not to look to futurity, have we nothing to fear
from the present state of Europe ? We are exposed at sea.
The honorable gentleman tells us we have no hostility to
fear from that quarter ; that our ambassador at Paris would
have informed us if there were any combustibles preparing.
If he has not done any such thing, it is no conclusive evidence of safety. Nations have passions like men. It is the
disposition of nations to attack where there is a demonstrable
weakness.
Are you weak?
Go to history; it will tell
you, you will be insulted.
One insult will produce another,
till at last it produces a partition.
So, when they tell us
there is no storm gathering, they ought to support their allegations by some probable evidence.
The honorable gentleman then told us that armies do not collect debts; but
armies make reprisals. If the debts which we owe continue
on the disgraceful footing they have been on hitherto, wilhout even the payment of interest, we may well expect such
reprisals. The seizure of our vessels in foreign ports must be
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the certain consequence of the continuance of such a disgraceful conduct.
He then informed us that no danger was
to be apprehended from Spain m that she trembles for Mexico and Peru. That nation, sir, is a powerful nation, anQ
has immense resources.
What will she be when united
with France and other nations who have cause of complaim
against us? Mr. Chairman, Maryland seems, too, to bt,
disregarded.
The loss of the Union would not bring her
arms upon our heads : m look at the Northern Neck ! If the
Union is dissolved, will it adhere to Virginia ? Will the
people of that place sacrifice their safety for us ? How are
we to retain them ? By force of arms ? Is this the happy
way he proposes tbr leaving us out of the Union ?
We are next inibrmed that there is no danger fi'om the
borders of Maryland and Pennsylvania, and that my observations upon the fi'outiers of England and Scotland are inapplicable.
He distinguishes
republican from monarchical
borderers, and ascribes pacific meekness to the former, and
barbarous ferocity to the latter.
There is as much danger,
sir, from republican borderers as from any other.
The danger results from the situation of borderers, and not from the
nature of the government under which they live. History
will show that as much barbarity and cruelty have been
committed upon one another by republican borderers as by
any other.
We are .borderers upon three states, two of
which are ratifying states.
I theretbre repeat, sir, that we
have danger to apprehend from this quarter.
As to the people's complaints of the government, the gentleman must either have misunderstood me, or went over
very slightly what I said of the Confederation.
He spoke
of the Constitution of Virginia, concerning which I said
nothing.
The Confederation, sir, on which we are told we
ought to trust our safety, is totally void of coercive power
and energy.
Of this the people of America have been
long convinced;
and this conviction has been sufficiently
manifested to the world.
Of this I spoke, and now 1 repeat,
that if we trust to it, we shall be defenceless.
The general
government ought to be vested with powers competent to
our safety, or else the necessary consequence must he, that
we shall be defenceless.
The honorable gentleman tells us that, if the prq]ect _tt
Albany for the colonial consolidation, as he terms it, had
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beeu com_l_eted, it would have destroyed all unio,, and happiness.
What has that to do with this paFer ? It tells us
what the present situation of America is. Can any man
say he could draw a better picture of our situation than that
paper ? He says that, hy the completion of that project, the
king of Great Britain might have bound us so tight together_
that resistance would have been ineffectual.
Does it not tell
us that union is necessary?
Will not our united strength
be more competent to our defence, against any assault, than
the force of a part ? If, in their judgment alone who could
decide oil it, it was judged sufficient to secure their happiness and prosperity, why say that that project would have
destroyed us? But the honorable gentleman again recurs
to his beloved requisitions, on which he advises us to trust
our happiness.
Can any thing be more imprudent than to
put the general government on so humiliating and disgrace_
ful a footing.; What are they but supplications and entreaties
to the states to do their duty ? Shall we rely on a system of
which every man knows the inefficacy ? One cannot concelve any thing more contemptible than a government which
is forced to make humble applications to other governments
for the means of its common support--which
is driven to
apply for a litde money to carry on its administration a few
mouths.
After the total incapacity of the Confederation to
secure our happiness has been fully experienced, what will
be the consequence if we reject this Constitution ? Shall
we recur to separate confederacies ? The honorable gentleman acknowledges them to be evils which ought not to be
resorted to but on the last necessity--they
are evils of the
first magnitude.
Permit me to extract out of the confederation of Albany
a fact of the highest authority, because drawn from human
nature, which clearly demonstrates the fatal impolicy of
separate confederacies.
[:Here he made a quotation to that
effi_.ct.] If there is a gentleman here who harbors in his
mind the idea of a separate confederacy, I beg him to consider the consequence.
Where shall we find refuge in the
ally of calamity ? The different confederacies will-be rivals
in power and commerce, and therefore will soon be implacable enemies of one another.
I ask if there be any objection
to this system, that will not come with redoubled energy
against any other plan.
See the defects in this Constitution,
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and
if they do After
not appear
tenfold _orcethe
in separateexamine
confederacies.
havingwith
acknowledged
evil
tendency.,of separate confederacies, be recurs to this--that thL_
country Is too extensive for the system.
If there be an ex
ecutive dependent for his election on the people, a judiciar)
which will administer the laws with justice, no extent of
country will be too great for a republic.
Where is there a precedent to prove that this country is
too extensive for a government of this kind ? America cannot find a precedent to prove this. Theoretic writers have
adopted a position that extensive territories will not admit of
a republican government.
These positions were laid down
before the science of government was as well understood as
it is now. Where would America look for a precedent to
warrant her adoption of that position ? If you go to Europe,
before arts and sciences had arrived at their present pert_ction, no example worthy of imitation can be tbund.
The
history of England, fi'om the reign of Henry VII. ; of Spain,
since that of Charles V. ; and of France, since that of Francis
I., prove that they have greatly improved in the science of
politics since that time.
Representation,
the source of
American liberty and English liberty, was a thing not understood in its full extent till very lately.
The position I have spoken of was founded upon an ignorance of the principles of representation.
Its force must be
now done away, as this principle is so well understood.
If
laws are to be made by the people themselves, in their individual capacities, it is evident that they cannot conveniently
assemble together, for this purpose, but in a very" limited
sphere; but if the business of legislation be transacted by
representatives, chosen periodically by the people, it is obvious that it may be done in any extent of country.
The experience of this commonwealth, and of the United States,
proves this assertion.
Mr. Chairman, I am astonished that the rule of the house
to debate regularly has not been observed by gentlemen.
Shall we never have order? I must transgress that rule now,
not because I think the conduct of the gentleman deserves
imitation, but because the honorable ge,tleman ought to be.
answered.
In that list of facts with which he would touch
our affections, he has produced a name (Mr. Jefferson)which
will ever be remembered with gratitude by this common-
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wealth
I hope that his life will be continued, to add, by
his future actions, to the brilliancy of his character.
Yet I
trust that his name was not mentioned to influence an)"member of this house.
Notwithstanding
the celebrity of his
character, his name cannot be used as authority against the
Constitution.
I know not his authority.
I have had no letter from him. As far as my information goes, it is only a
report circulated through the town, that he wished nine states
to adopt, and the others to reject it, in order to get amendments.
Which is the ninth state to introduce the government ? That illustrious citizen tells you, that he wishes the
government to be adopted by nine states, to prevent a schism
in the Union.
This, sir, is my wish.
I will go heart and
hand to obtain amendments, but I will never agree to the
dissolution of the Union.
But unless a ninth state will accede, this must inevitably happen.
No doubt he wished
Virginia to adopt.
I wish not to be bound by any man's
opinion; but, admitting the authority which the honorable
gentleman has produced to be conclusive, it militates against
himself.
Is it right to adopt ? He says, no ; because there
is a President.
I wish he was eligible after a given number
of years.
I wish also some other changes to be made in the Constitution.
But am I therefore obliged to run the risk of
losing the Union, by proposing amendments previously, when
amendments without that risk can be obtained afterwards ?
Am I to indulge capricious opinions so far as to lose the
Union ? The friends of the Union will see how far we carry
our attachment
to it, and will therefore concur with our
amendments.
The honorable gentleman has told us, that
Holland is ruined by a stadtholder and a stadtholder_s wife.
I believe this republic is much indebted to that execrated
stadtholder for her power and wealth.
Recur to the history
of Holland, and you will find that country never could have
resisted Spain, had it not been for the stadtholder.
At those
periods when they had no stadtholder, their government was
weak and their public affairs deranged.
Why has this been
mentioned ? Was it to bias our minds against the federal
executive ? Are we to have no executive at all, or are we
to have eight or ten ? An executive is as necessary, for the
security of liberty and happiness, as the two other branches
of government.
Every state in the Union has an executive.
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Let us consider whether the federal executive be wisely
constructed.
This is a point in which the constitution of
every state differs widely as to the mode of electing theil
executives, and as to the time of continuing them in office.
In some states the executive is perpetually eligible. In others
he is rendered ineligible after a given period. They are
generally elected by the legislature.
It cauuot be ol!}ected
to the federal executive that the power is executed by one
man. All the enlightened part of mankind agree that the
superior despatch, secrecy, and energy, with which one man
can act, render it more politic to vest the power of executing the laws in one man, than in any number of men.
How is the President elected ? By the people--on
tile
same day throughout the United States--by
those whom
the people please.
There can be no concert betwe_n the
electors.
The votes are sent sealed to Congress.
What
are his powers ? To see the laws executed.
Every executive in America has that power.
He is also to command the
army : this power also is enjoyed by the executives of the
different states.
He can haudle no part of the public money
except what is given him by law. At the end of four years,
he may be turned out of his office. If he misbehaves he
may be impeached, and in this case he will never be rei_lected.
I cannot conceive how his powers can be called formidable.
Both houses are a check upon him. He can do no important act without the concurrence of the Senate. In England,
the sword and purse are in different hands.
The king has
the power of the sword, and the purse is in the hands of the
people alone. Take a comparison between this and the
government of England.
It will prove in tilvor of the American principle.
In England, the king declares war.
In America,. Congress must be
consulted.
In England,
Parliament
gives money.
In
America, Congress does it. There are consequently more
powers in the hands of the people, and .greater checks upon
the executive here, than in England.
Let him pardon me,
when I say he is mistaken in passing a eulogium on the
English government to the preiudice of this plan. Those
checks which he says are to be found in the English government, are also to be found here. Our government is founded
t.lpon real checks.
He ought to show there are no checks
m it. Is this the case?
Who are your representatives?
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Thl_) are chosen by the people for two years.
Who are
your s_.'nators ? They are chosen by the legislatures, and a
third of them _o out of the Senate at the end of every
seeoud year.
They may also be impeached.
There are no
better checks upon earth.
Are there better checks in the
government of Virginia ? There is not a check in the one
that is not in the other.
The difference consists in the
length of time, and in the nature of the objects.
Any man
may be impeached here m so he may there.
If the people
of Virginia can remove their delegates for misbehavior, t_y
electing other men at the end of the year, so, in like manner, the federal representatives
may be. removed at the
end of two, and the senators at the end of six years.
The honorable gentleman has praised the Virginia government.
We can prove that the federal Constitution is equally
excellent.
The legislature of Virginia may conceal their
transactions as well as the general government
There is
no clause in the Constitution of Virginia to oblige its legislature to publish its proceedings at any period.
The clause
in this Constitution which provides for a periodical publication, and which the honorable gentleman reprobates so much,
renders the federal Constitution superior to that of Virginia
in this respect.
The expression,J_om
time to time, renders
us sufficiently secure: it will compel them to publish their
roceedings as often as it can conveniently and safely be
one; and must satisfy every mind, without an illiberal perversion of its meaning.
His bright ideas are very much obscured by torturing the explication of words.
His interpretation of elections must be founded on a misapprehension.
The Constitution says, that "the times, places, and manner
of holdin_ elections for senators and representatives, shall be
prescribed in each state by the legislature thereof; but the
Congress may at any time, by law, make or alter such regulation, except as to the place of choosing senators."
It says,
in another place, "that the electors in each state shall have
the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous
branch of the state legislature."
Who would have conceived
it possible to deduce, from these clauses, that the power of
election was thrown into the hands of the rich ? As the
electors of the federal representatives are to have the same
qualifications with those of the representatives of this state
legislature,--or,
in other words, as the electors of the one are
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to be electors of the other, m this suggestion is unwarrantable,
unless he carries his supposition farther, and says that Virginia will agree to her own suicide, by modiJ)'ing ele_.tions in such manner as to throw them into the hands of the
rich. The honorable gentleman h_ls not given us a thir object to be attacked ; he has not given us any thing substantial to be examined.
It is also objected that the trial by jury, the writ of habeas
coT_us, and the liberty of the press, are insecure.
But I
contend that the habeas corpus is at least on as secure and
good a iboting as it is in England.
In th:lt country, it depends on the will of the legislature.
That privilege is
secured here by the Constitution,
and is only to be suspended in cases of extreme emergency.
Is this not a thir
footing ? After agreeing that the government of England
secures liberty, how do we distrust this government?
Why
distrust ourselves?
The liberty of the press is supposed
to be in danger.
If this were the case, it would produce extreme repugnancy in my mind.
If it ever will be
suppressed in this country, the liberty of the people will
not be far from being sacrificed.
Where is the danger of
it ? He says that every power is given to the general government that is not reserved to the states.
Pardon me if
I say the reverse of the proposition is true.
I defy any one
to prove the contrary.
Every power not given it by this
system is left with the states.
This being the principle,
from what part of the Constitution can the liberty of the
press be said to be in danger ?
[Here his excellencyread the Sth section of the 1st article, containing
all the powers givento Congress.]
Go through these powers, examine every one, and tell me
if the most exalted genius can prove that the liberty of the
press is in danger.
The trial by jury is supposed to be in danger also. It is secured in criminal cases, but supposed to be
taken away in civil cases.
It is not relinquished by the
Constitution;
it is only not provided for. Look at the
interest of Congress to suppress it. Can it be in any manner advantageous for them to suppress it ? In equitable
cases, it ought not to prevail, nor with respect to admiralty
cruses; because there will be an undue leaning against those
ch:lracters, of whose business courts of admiralty will have
cogniz_mce.
I will rest myself secure under this reflection
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--that it is impossible for tile most suspicious or malignant
mind to show that it is the interest of Congress to infi'inge
on this trial by jury.
Freedom of religion is said to be in danger.
I will candidly say, I once thought that it was, and fi_lt great repugnance to the Constitution for that reason.
I am willing to
acknowledge my apprehensions removed ; and I will inlbrm
you by what process of reasoning I did remove them.
The
Constitution provides that "the senators and representatives
before mentioned, and the members of the several state
legislatures, and all executive and judicial offic.ers, both of
the United States and of the several states, shall be bound,
by oath or affirmation, to support this Constitution ; but no
religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any
office or public trust under the United States."
It has been
said that, if the exclusion of the religious test were an exception from the general power of Congress, the power over
rel)g!on would remain.
I inform those who are of this
opinion, that no power is given expressly to Congress over
religion.
The senators and representatives,
members of
the state legislatures, and executive and judicial officers, are
bo:tnd, by oath or affirmation, to support this Constitution.
This only binds them to support it in the exercise of the
powers constitutionally given it. The exclusion of religious
tests is an exception from this general provision, with respect
to oaths or affirmations.
Although officers, 8zc., are to swear
that they will support this Constitution, yet they are not
bound to support one mode of worship, or to adhere to one
particular sect. It puts all sects on the same footing.
A
mall of abilities and character, of any sect whatever, may he
admitted to any office or public trust under the United
States.
I am a friend to a variety of sects, because they
keep one another in order.
How many different sects are
we composed of throughout the United States ! How many
different sects will be in Congress!
We cannot enumerate
the sects, that may. be in Congress t. And there are now so
many m the United States, that they will prevent the establishment of any one sect, in prejudice to the rest, and will
forever oppose all attempts to infringe religious liberty.
If
such an attempt be made, will not the alarm be sounded
throughout America?
If Congress should be as wicked as
we are foretold they will be, they would not run the risk of
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exciting the resentment of all, or most, of the religious sects
in America.
The judiciary is drawn up in terror.
Here I have alJ
objection of a different nature,
I object to the appellate
jurisdiction as the greatest evil in it. But I look at th,"
Union--the
object which guides me. When I look at the
Union, objects of less consideration vanish, and I hope that
the inconvenience will be redressed, and that Congress will
prohibit the appeal with respect to matters of fact. When
it respects only matters of law, no d_uiger can possibly arise
from it. Can Congress have any interest in cot_tinuing ap
peals of fact ? If Pennsylvania has all interest in continuing
it, will not Georgia, North Carolinn, South Carolina, Vilginia, New York, and the Eastern States, have an interest in
discontinuing it ? What advantage will its continuance l,e
to Maryland, New Jersey, or Delaware ? Is there not
unanimity against it in Congress almost ? Kentucky will be
equally opposed to it. Thus, sir, all these will be opposed
to one state.
If Congress wish to aggrandize themselves by
oppressing the people, the.judiciary must first be corrupted I
No man says any thing against them ; they are more independent than in England.
But they say that the adoption of this system will occasion
an augmentation of taxes.
To object to it on this ground,
is as much as to say, No Union _ stand by yourselves ! An
incrense of taxes is a terror that no friend to the Union
ought to be alarmed at. The impost must produce a great
sum. The contrary cannot be supposed.
I conceive the
particular expense of particular states will be diminished,
and that diminution will, to a certain extent, support the
Union.
Either disunion, or separate confederacies, will
enhance the expense.
A union of all the states will be,
even on economical principles, more to the interest of the
people of Virginia than either separate confederacies or disunion.
Had the states complied with the obligations imposed upon them by the Confederation, this attt_mpt would
never have been made.
The unequivocal experience we
have had of their inefficacy re,nders this change necessary.
If union be necessary for our safety, we ought not to address
the av:_rice of this house.
I am confident that not a single
member of this committee would be moved by such unworthy
considerations.
We are told that the people do not under-
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stand this government.
[ am persuaded that they do not_
not for the want of more time to understand it, but to correct the misrepresentations
of it. When 1 meditated an
opposition to previous amendments,
I marked the number
of what appeared to me to be errors, and which I wished to
be subsequently removed.
But its real errors have been exaggerated;
it has not met with a fair decision.
It must be
candidly acknowledged that there are some evils in it which
ought to be removed.
But I am confident that such gross
misrepresentations
have been made of it, that, if carried befort; any intelligent men, they would wonder at such glaring
attempts to mislead, or at such absolute misapprehension of
the subiect.
Though it be not perfect, any government is
better than the risk which gentlemen wish us to run.
Another construction he gives is, that it is exclusively m
the power of Congress to arm the militia, and that the states
could not do it if Congress thought proper to neglect it. I
am astonished how this idea could enter into the gentleman's
mind, whose acuteness no man doubts.
How can this be
fairly deduced from the following clause ?_" To provide for
the organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, and for
governing such part of them as may be employed in the service of the United States, reserving to the states respectively
the appointment of the otficers, and the authority of training
the militia, according to the discipline prescribed by Congress."
He complains much of implication ; but in this ease
he has made use of it himself, for his construction of this
clause cannot possibly be supported without it. It is clear
and self-evident that the pretended danger cannot result from
the clause. Should Congress neglect to arm or discipline
the militia, the states are fully possessed of the power of doing it ; for they are restrained from it by no part of the Constitution.
The sweeping clause, as it is called, is mueh dreaded.
1
find that I differ from several gentlemen on this point.
This
formidable clause does not in the least increase the powers
of Congress.
It is only inserted for greater caution, and to
prevent the possibility of encroaching upon the powers of
Congress.
No sophistry will he permitted to he used to
explain away any of those powe,'s; nor can they possibly
assume any other power, but what is contained in the Con
sdtution, without absoluto usurpation.
Another security i:
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that, if they attempt such a usurpation, the influence of the
state governments will nip it in the bud of hope.
I know
this government will be cautiously watched.
The smallest
assumption of power will be sounded in alarm to the people,
and followed by bold and active opposition.
[ hope that
my countrymen will keep guard against every arrogation of
power.
1 shall take notice of what the honorable gentleman
said with respect to the power to provide for the gener_d
welfare.
Tile meaniug of this clause has been perverted, te
alarm our apprehensions.
The whole clause has not been
read together,
h enables Congress "to lay and collect
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts and
rovide for the common defence and general welfare of the
hired States; but all duties, imposts, and excises, shall be
uniform throughout the United States."
The plain and obvious meaning of this is, that no too.re duties, taxes, imposts,
and excises, shall be laid, than are sufficient to pay the debts,
and provide for the common det_nce and general welfare, of
the United States.
If you mean to have a general government at all, ought it
not to be empowered to raise money to pay the debts, and
advance the prosperity, of the Unitecl States, in the manner
that Congress shall think most eligible ? What is the conse
quence of the contrary ? You give it power by one hand, and
take it away flora it by the other.
If it be defective in some
parts, yet we ought to give due credit to those parts which are
ackow]edged to be good. Does not the prohibition of paper
money merit our approbation ? I approve of it because it
prohibits tender-laws, secures the widows and orphans, and
prevents the states from impairing contracts.
I admire that
part which forces Virginia to pay her debts.
If we recur to
the bill of rights, which the honorable gentleman speaks so
much of, we shall find that it recommends justice.
Had not
this power been _iven, my affection for it would not have
been so great.
When it obliges us to tread in the path of
virtue, when it takes away from the most influential man the
power of directing our passions to his own emolument, and
of tram[fling upon justice, I hope to be excused when I say,
that, were it more objectionable than it is, I should vote for
the Union.
Mr. MONROE.
Mr. Chairman, I cannot avoid express
mg the great anxiety which I feel upon the present occasion
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an anxmty that proceeds not only from a high sense of the
importance of the subject, but from a profimnd respect for
this august and venerable assembly.
Whenwe contemplate
the fate that has befallen other nations, whether we cast our
eyes back into the remotest ages of antiquity, or derive instruction from those examples which modern times have
presented to our view, and observe how prone all human
institutions have been to decay ; how subject the best-formed
and most wisely organized governments have been to lose
their cheeks and totally dissolve ; how difficult it has been for
mankind, in all ages and countries, to preserve their dearest
rights and best privileges, impelled as it were by an irresistible fate of despotism ; -- if we look forward to those prospects that sooner or later await our country, unless we shall
be exempted from the fate of other nations, even to a mind
the most sanguine and benevolent some gloomy apprehensions must necessarily crowd upon it. This consideration is
sufficient to teach us the limited capacity of the human mind
how subject the wisest men have been to error. For my
own part, sir, I come forward here, not as the partisan of
this or that side. of the question, but to commend where the
subject appears to me to deserve commendation ; to suggest
my doubts where I have any; to hear with candor the explanation of others; and, in the ultimate result, to act as shall
appear for the best advantage of our common country.
The American states exhibit at present a new and interesting spectacle to the eyes of mankind.
Modern Europe,
for more thau twelve centuries past, has presented to vie_
one of a very different kind.
In all the nations of that
quarter of the globe, there hath been a constant effort, on the
part of the people, to extricate themselves from the oppression of their rulers ; but with us the ol!ject is of a very different nature--to
establish the dominion of law over licentiousness-to
increase the powers of the national governTent to such extent, and organize it in such manner, as to
enable it to discharge its duties, and manage the affairs of the
states, to the best advantage.
There are two circumstances
remarkable in our colonial settlement : -- 1st, the exclusive
monopoly of our trade ; 2nd, that it was settled by the commons of England only. The revolution, in having emancipated us from the shackles of Great Britain, has put the entire government in the hands of one order of people only w
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freemen; not of nobles and freemen.
This is a peeulial
trait in the character of this revolution.
That this sacred
deposit may be always retained there, is my most earnest
wish and fervent prayer.
That union is the first object ibr
the security of our political happiness, in the hands of
gracious Providence, is well understood and universally admitted through all the United States.
From New Hampshire to Georgia, (Rhode Island excepted,) the people have
unilbrmly manifested a strong attachment to the Union.
This attachment has resulted from a persuasion of its utility
and necessity.
In short, this is a point so well known, that
it is needless to trespass on your patience any longer about
it. A recurrence has been had to history.
Ancient and
modern leagues have been mentioned, to make impressions.
Will they admit of any analogy with our situation ? The
same principles will produce the same effects.
Permit me
to take a review of those leagues which the honorable gentleman has mentioned; which are, 1st, the Amphictyoniccouncil; 2d, the Acha_an league ; ,3d, the Germanic system ; 4th,
the Swiss cantons; 5th, the United Netherlands;
and 6th,
the New England confederacy.
Before I develop the principles of these leagues, permit me to speak of what must influence the happiness and duration of leagues.
These principally depend on the following circumstances:
1st, the
happy construction of the government of the members of the
union; 2d, the security from foreign danger.
For instance,
monarchies united would separate soon ; aristocracies would
preserve their union longer; but democracies, unless separated by some extraordinary
circumstance, would last forever.
The causes of half the wars that have thinned the ranks of
m_mkind, and depopulated
nations, are caprice, folly, and
ambition : these belong to the higher orders of governments,
where the passions of one, or of a few individuals, direct the
f_te or the rest of the community.
But it is otherwise with
democracies, where there is an equality among the citizens,
a,d a foreign and powerfill enemy, especially a monarch,
n, ay crush weaker neighbors.
Let us see bow far these positions are supported by the history of these leagues, and how
far they apply to us. The Amphictyonic council consisted of
three members _Sparta,
Thebes, and Athens.
What was
the construction of these states.;
Sparta was a monarchy
more analogous to the constitution of England than any I

1I)

DEBATE_

[MoNnol.

have heard of in modern times. Thebes was a democracy,
but on different principles from modern democracies. Representanon was not known then. This is the acquirement
of modern times. Athens, like Thebes, was generally democratid, but sometimes changed. In these two states, the
people transacted their lmsiness in person ; consequently they
could not be of any great extent. There was a perpetual
variance between the members of this confederacy, and its
ultimate dissolution was attributed to this defect. The
weakest were obliged to call for foreign aid, and this precipitated the ruin of this confederacy. The Achman league
had more analogy to ours, and gives me great hopes that the
apprehensions of _entlemen with respect to our confederacy
are groundless. They were all democratic, and firmly united.
What was the effect ? The most perfect harmon), and
friendship subsisted between them, and they were very active in guarding their liberties. The history of that confederacy does not present us with those confusions and internal
convulsions which gentlemen ascribe to all governments of a
confederate kind. The most respectable historians prove
this confederacy to have been exempt from those defects.
[Here Mr. Monroe read several passages in Polybius, tending to elucidate and prove the excellent structure of the Aehman league, and the
consequent happy effects of this excellency.]

He then continued:This
league was founded on democratical principles, and, fi'om the wisdom of its structure, continued a far greater length of time than any other. Its
members, like our states, by their confederation, retained
their individual sovereiznty, and enjoyed a perfect equahty.
What dest,'oyed it ? Not internal dissensions. They were
surrounded by great and powerful nations--the
Lacedemonians, Macedonians, and _/Etolians. The _/Etolians and
Lacedemonians making war on them, they solicitod the
assistance of Macedon, who no sooner granted it than she
became their oppressor. To free themselves from the tyranny of the Macedonians, they prayed succor from the Romans, who, after relieving them from their oppressors, soon
totally enslaved them.
The Germanic body is a league of independent principahties. It has no analogy to our system.- It is very injudiciously organized. Its members are kept together by the
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fear of danger from one another, and from foreign powers,
and by the influence of the emperor.
The Swiss cantons have been instanced, also, as a p_roo!
of the natural imbecility of federal governments.
Timil
league has sustained a variety of changes; and, not}vithstanding the many causes that tend to disunite them, they
still stand firm. We have not the same causes of disunion
or interual variance that they have. The individual cantons
composing the league are chiefly aristocratic.
What an opportunity does this offer to foreign powers to disturb them by
bribing and corrupting their aristocrats!
It is well known
that their services have been frequently purchased by foreign
nations.
Their difference of religion has been a source of
divisions and animosity between them, and tended to disunite them.
This tendency has been considerably increased
by the interference of foreign nations, the contiguity of their
,l_,sition to those nations rendering such interference easy.
Fhey have been kept together by the fear of those nations,
and the nature of their association ; the leading features of
which are a principle of equality between the cantons, and
the retention of individual sovereignty.
The same reasoning applies nearly to the United Netherlands.
The other
confederacy which has been mentioned has no kind of analogy to our situation.
From a review of these leagues, we find the causes of the
misfortunes of those which have been dissolved, to have been
a dissimilarity of structure in the individual members, the
facility of foreign interference, and recurrence to foreign aid
After this review of those leagues, if we consider our comparative situation, we shall find that nothing can be adduced,
t_om any of them, to warrant a departure from a confbderacy
to a consolidation, on the principle of inefficacy in the former to secure our happiness.
The causes which, with other
nations, rendered leagues ineffectual and inadequate to the
security and happiness of the people, do not exist here.
What is the form of our state governments ? They are all
similar in their structure_
perfectly democratic.
The freedom of mankind has found an asylum here which it could
find nowhere else. Freedom of conscience is enjoyed here
m the fullest degree.
Our states are not disturbed by a contrariety of religious opinions, and other causes of quarrels
which other nations have.
They have no causes of internal
variance.
Causes of war between the states have been rep-
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resen ed m all those terrors which sp]endid genius and brilliant imagination can so well depict.
But, sir, ] conceive
they are _maginary i mere creatures of fhney. I will admit
that there was a contrariety of sentiments -- a contest in
which l was a witness in some respects -- a contest respecting the western unsettled lands.
Every state, having a
charter tbr the lands within its colonial limits, had its claims
to such lands confirmed by the war. The other states contended that those lands belonged not to a part of the states,
but to all ; that it was highly reasonable and equitable that
all should participate in what had been acquired by the effi_rts
of all. The progress of this dispute gave uneasiness to the
true friends of America ; but territorial claims may now be
said to be ad.justed.
Ha_e not Virginia, North Carolina,
and other states, ceded their claims to Congress ? The disputes between Virginia and Maryland are also settled; nol
is there an existing controversy between any of the states
at present.
Thus, sir, this great source of public calamity
has been terminated without the adoption of this government.
Have we any danger to fear from the European countries .;
Permit me to consider our relative situation with regard to
them, and to answer what has been suggested on the subject.
Our situation is relatively the same to all foreign
powers.
View the distance between us and them: the
wide Atlantic--an
ocean three thousand miles across _ lies
between us. If there be any danger to these states to be
apprehended from any of those countries, it must be Great
Britain and Spain, whose colonies are contiguous to our
country.
Has there been any thing on the p_lrt of Great
Britain, since the pe_,ce, that indicated a hostile intention
towards us ? Was there a complaint of a vio]ation of treaty ?
She committed the first breach.
Virginia instructed her
delegation to demand a reparation for the negroes which had
been carried away contrary to treaty.
Being in Congress,
I know the facts. The other states were willi,g to get
some compensation for their losses, as well as Virgi,fia. New
York wished to get possession of the western posts situated
within her territory. We wished to est_lblish an amicable
correspondence with that country, and to adjust all differences.
The United States sent an ambassador for this purpose
The answer sent was_ that a compliance with the
treaty on our part must precede it on theirs.
These trans-
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acUons are well known in every state, and need hardly be
mentioned.
Certain it is that Great Britain is desirous of
peace, and that it is her true interest to be in friendship
with us: it is also so with Spain.
Another circumstance
which has been dwelt upon is, the necessity of the protection
of commerce. What does our commerce require ? Does it
want extension and protection ? Will treaties answer these
ends? Treaties, sir, will not extend your commerce.
Om
object is the regulation of commerce, and not treaties.
Om
treaties with Holland, Prussia, and other powers, are of no
consequence.
It is not to the advantage of the United
States to make any compact with any nation with respect to
trade. Our tradeis engrossed by a country with which we
have no commercial treaty.
That country is Great Britain.
That monopoly is the result of the want of a judicious regulation on our part.
It is as valuable and advantageous to
them, on its present footing, nay, more so, than it could be
by any treaty.
It is the interest of the United States to
invite all nations to trade with them ; to open their ports to
all, and grant no exclusive privilege to any, in preference to
others. I apprehend no treaty that could be made can be
of any advantage to us.
If those nations opened any of
their ports to us in the East or West Indies, it would be of
advantage to us ; but there is no probability of this. France
and Holland have been said to be threatening for the payment of the debts due to them.
[ understand that Holland
has added to her favors to us by lending us other sums lately.
Thi_ is a proof that she has no hostile intent against us, and
that she is willing to indulge us. France has made no pressing demand.
Our country has received from that kingdom
the highest proof of favors which a magnanimous power can
show: nor are there any grounds to suspect a diminution of
its fi'iendship.
Having examined the analogy between the
ancient leagues and our confederacy, and shown that we
have no danger to apprehend from Europe, I conclude that
we are in no danger of immediate disunion, but that we may
_'almly and dispassionately
examine the defects of our
government, and apply such remedies as we shall find
necessary.
I proceed now to the examination ot the Confederation,
_nd to take a comparative view of this Constitution.
In examining either, a division into two heads is proper, viz
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1st, the form, and, 2d, the powers, of the government.
1
consider the existing system defective in both respects,
ls
the Coniederation
a band of union sufficiently strong to
bind tile _tates together ? Is it possessed of sufficient power
to enable it to manage the affairs of the Union ? Is it well
organized, safe, and proper ? I confess that, in all these instances, I consider it as defective ; I consider it to be void of
energy, and badly organized.
What are the powers which the federal government ought
to have ? I will draw the line between the powers necessary to be given to the federal, and those which ought to be
left to the state governments.
To the former I would give
control over the national affairs ; to the latter I would leave
the care of local interests.
Neither the Confederation, nor
this Constitution, answers this discrimination.
To make the
first a proper t_deral government, I would add to it one great
_Fower n I would give it an absolute control over commerce.
o render the system under consideration safe and proper
I would take from it one power only _ I mean that ofdirec.
taxation.
I conceive its other powers are sufficient without
this. My objections to this power are, that I conceive it not
necessary, impracticable under a democracy, (if exercised,) as
tending to anarchy, or the subversion of liberty, and probably the latter.
In the first place, it is unnecessary, because
exigencies will not require it. The demands and necessities
of government are now greater than they will be hereafter,
because of the expenses of the war i,i which we were engaged, which cost us the blood of our best citizens, and
which ended so gloriously.
There is no danger of war, as l have already said. Our
necessities will therefore in a short time be greatly diminished.
What are the resources of the United States ? How
are requisitions to be complied with ? I know the government ought to be so organized as to be competent to discharge its engagements and secure the public happiness.
To enable it to do these things, I would give it the power
of laying an impost, which is amply sufficient with its other
means.
The impost, at an early period, was calculated at
nearly a million of dollars.
If this calculation was well
fi)unded, if it was so nmch at five per centum, what will it
not amount to, when the ab_lute control of commer_.e will
be in the hands of Congress ? May we not suppose, when
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the genera| government will lay what duties it may think
proper, that the amount will be very considerable ? There
are other resources. The back lauds have already beeu
looked upon as a very important resource. When we view
the western extensive territory, and contemplate the fertility
of the soil, the noble rivers which penetrate it, and the ex
eellent navigation which may be had there, may we not depend on this as a very substantial resource ?
In the third place, we have the resource of loans. This
is a resource which is necessary and proper, and has been
recurred to by all nations. The credit of our other resources
will enable us to procure, by loans, any sums we may want.
We have also, in the fourth place, requisitions, which are so
much despised.
These, sir, have been often productive.
As the demands on the states will be but for trivial sums,
after Congress shall be possessed of its other great resources,
is it to be presumed that its application will be despised .;
If the government be well administered, or possess any part
of the confidence of the people, is it presumed that requisitions, for trivial sums will be refused .; I conclude, sir,
that they will be readily complied with; and that they, with
the imposts, back lands, and loans, will be abundantly sufficient for all the exigencies of the Union.
In the next place,
it appears to me that the exercise of the power of direct
taxation is impracticable in this country, under a democracy.
Consider the territory lying between the Atlantic Ocean
and the Mississippi.
Its extent far exceeds that of the
German empire.
It is larger than any territory that ever
was under any one free government.
It is too extensive
to be governed but by a despotic monarchy.
Taxes cannot
be laid justly and equally in such a territory.
What are
the objects of direct taxation ? Will the taxes be laid on
land ? One gentleman has said that the United States
would select out a particular object, or objects, and leave the
rest to the stat_,
Suppose land to be the object selected
by Congress : examine its consequences.
The landholder
alone would suffer by such a selection.
A very considerable
part of the community would escape.
Those wht> pursue
commerce and arts would escape.
It could not possibly be
estimated equally.
Will the taxes be laid on polls only?
Would not the landholder escape in that case ? How, then,
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will it be laid ? On all property?
Consider the eonse.
quenees.
I_ it possible to make a law that shall operate
alike in all the states ? Is it possible that there should be
sufficient intelligence for the men of Georgia to know the
situation of the men of New Hampshire ? Is there a precise similitude of situation in each state?
Compare the
situation of the citizens in different states.
Are there not a thousand circumstances
showing clearly
that there can be no law that can be uniform in its operation throughout the United States ? Another gentleman
said that information would be had fi'om the state laws.
ls
not this reversing the principles of good policy?
Can this
substitution of one body to thirteen assemblies, in a matter
that requires the most minute and extensive local information, be politic or just ? They cannot know what taxes can
be least op.pressive to the people.
The tax that may be
convenient m one state may be oppressive in another.
If
they vary the objects of taxation in different states, the
operation must be unequal and unjust.
If Congress should
fix the tax on some mischievous objects, what will be the
tendency ? It is to be presumed that all governments will,
some time or other, exercise their powers, or else why
should they possess them ? Inquire into the badness of this
government.
What is the extent of the power of laying
and collecting direct taxes ? Does it not give to the United
States all the resources of the individual states ? Does it
not give an absolute control over the resources of all the
states ? If you give the resources of the several states to
the general government, in what situation are the states
left ? l therefore think the general government will preponderate.
Besides its possession of all the resources of the country,
there are other circumstances that will enable it to triumph
in the conflict with the states.
Gentlemen
of influence
and character, men of distinguished talents, of eminent virtue,
and great endowments, will compose the general government.
In what a situation will the different states be, when
all the talents and abilities of the country will be against
them ?
Another circumstance will operate in its favor, in ease of
a contest.
The oath that is to be taken to supl_ort it will
aid it most powerfully.
The influence which tl_,e sanction
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of oaths has on men is irresistible. The religious authorit)
of divine revelation will be quoted to prove the propriety
of adhering to it, and will have great influence in disposing
men's minds to maintain it.
It will also be 'strongly supported by the last clause in
the 8th section of the 1st article, which vests it with the
power of making all laws necessary to carry its powers into
effect. The correspondent judicial powers will be an addi
tional aid. There is yet another circumstance which will
throw the balance in the scale of the general goverument.
A disposition in its favor has shown itself in all parts of the
continent, and will certainly tJecome more and more predominant.
Is it not to be presumed that, if a contest between the state legislatures and the general government
should arise, the latter would preponderate ? The Confederation has been deservedly reprobated for its inadequacy
to.promote the public welfare.
But this change is, in my
opinion, very dangerous.
It contemplates
objects with
which a federal government ought never to interfere.
The
concurrent interfering power of laying taxes on the people
will occasion a perpetual conflict between the general and
individual governments; which, fbr the reasons I have already
mentioned, must terminate to the disadvantage,
if not in
the annihilation, of the latter.
Can it be presumed that the
people of America can patiently bear such a double oppression ? Is it not to be presumed that they will endeavor to
get rid of one of the oppressors?
I fear, sir, that it will
ultimately end in the establishment of a monarchical government.
The people, in order to be delivered from one
species of tyranny, may submit to another.
I am strongly
impressed with the necessity of having a firm national government ; but I am decidedly against giving it the power of
direct taxation, because I think it endangers our liberties.
My attachment to the Union and an energetic government
is such, that I would consent to give the general government every power contained in that plan, except that of
taxation.
As it will operate on all states and individuals, powers
given it generally should be qualified.
It may be attributed
to the prejudice of my education, but I am a decided and
warm friend to a bill of rights B tile polar star and great
support of American liberty; and I am clearly of opinion
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that the general powers conceded by that plan, such as the
impost, &,.., should be guarded and checked by a bill of
rights.
Permit me to examine the reasoning that adnfits that all
powers not given up are reserved.
Apply this.
If you give
to the United States the power of direct taxation, in making
all laws necessary to give it operation, (which is a power
given by the last clause in the 8th section of the 1st article,) suppose they should be of opinion that the right of the
trial by jury was not one of the requisites to carry it into
effect; there is no check in this Constitution to prevent the
formal abolition of it. There is a general power given to
them to make all laws that will enable them to carry their powers into effect. There are no limits pointed out. They are
not restrained or controlled from making any law, however
oppressive in its operation, which they may think necessary
to carry their powers into effect. By this general, unqualified
power, rhey may infringe not only on the trial by jury, but
the liberty of the press, and every right that is not expressly
secured or excepted from that general power.
I conceive
that such general powers are very dangerous.
Our great
unalienable rights ought to be secured from being destroyed
by such unlimited powers, either by a bill of rights, or by an
express provision in the body of the Constitution.
It is immaterial in which of these two modes rights are secured.
I fear I hare tired the patience of the committee;
I beg,
however, the indulgence of making a ti_w more observations.
There is a distinction between this government and ancient
and modern ones.
The division of power in ancient governments, or in any government at present in the world, was
founded on different principles from those of this government.
What was the ot!iect of the distribution of power in Rome ?
It will not be controverted, that there was a composition or
mixture of aristocracy, democracy, and monarchy, each of
which had a repellent quality which enabled it to preserve
itself from being destroyed by the other two; so that the
balance was continually maintained.
This is the case in
the English government, which has the most similitude to
our own. There they have distinct orders in the government, which possess real, efficient repellent qualities.
Let
us illustrate it. If the commons prevail, may they not vote
the ki,g useless?
If the king prevails, will not the coto
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mons lose th.ir liberties?
Without the interposition of a
check, without a balance, the one would destroy the othel
The lords, the third branch, keep up this balance.
Thwisdom of the English constitution has given a share o!
legislation to each of the three branches, which enables it
effectually to defend itself, and which preserves the liberty
of the people of that country.
What is the object of the division of pOwer in America ?
Why is the government divided into different branches ? For
a more faithful and regular administration.
Where is there
a check ? We have more to apprehend from the union of
these branches than from the subversion of any; and this
union will destroy the rights of the people. There is nothing to prevent this coalition;
but the contest which will
probably subsist between the geueral government and the
individual governments will tend to produce it. There is
a division of sovereignty between the national and state
OVernments. How far, then, will they coalesce together ?
it not to be supposed that there will be. a conflict between
them ? If so, will not the members of the former combine
together?
Where, then, will be the check to prew'nt encroachments on the rights of the people?
There is not a
third essentially distinct branch, to preserve a just equilibrium, or to prevent such encroachments.
In develotfing this
plan of government, we ought to attend to the necessity of
having checks.
I can see no real checks in it.
Let us first inquire into the probability of harmony between the general and individual governments;
and, in the
next place, into the responsibility of the general government, either to the people at large or to the state legislatures.
As to the harmony between the governments, communion
of powers, legislative and judicial, forbids it.
I have never yet heard or read, in the history of mankind, of
a concurrent exercise of power by two parties, without producing a struggle between them.
Consult the human heart.
Does it not prove that, where two parties, or bodies, seek
the same object, there must be a struggle ? Now, sir, as to
the responsibility.
Let us begin with the House of Rep"esentatives, which is the most democratic part. The representatives are elected by the people; but what is the
responsibility?
At the expiration of the time for which
lhev are elected, the people may discontinue them: but if
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they commit high crimes, how are they to be punished ?
I apprehend the general government cannot punish them,
because it would be a subversion of the rights of the people.
The state legislatures cannot punish them, because they have
no control over them in any one instance.
In the next, consider the responsibility of the senators.
To whom are they
amenable ? [ apprehend, to none.
They are punishable
neither by. the gerutral government nor by the state legislatures.
The latter may call them to an account, but they
have no power to punish them.
Let us now consider the reponsibility of the President.
He is elected for tbur years, and not excluded from re_lection.
Suppose he violates the laws and Constitution,
or
commits high crimes. By whom is he to be tried ?--By his
own councii w by those who advise him to commit such violations and crimes ? This subverts the principles of justice,
as it secures him from punishment.
He commands the army
of the United States till he is condemned.
Will not this be
an inducement to foreign nations to use their arts and intrigues to corrupt his counsellors ? If he and his counsellors
can escape punishment with so much facility, what a delightful prospect must it be for a foreign nation, which may be
desirous of gaining territorial or commercial advantages over
us, to practise on them ! The certainty of success would be
equal to the impunity.
How is he elected ? By electors
appointed according to the directions of the state legislatures.
Does the plan of government contemplate any other mode ?
A combination between the electors might easily happen,
which would fix on a man in ever)' respect improper.
Contemplate this in all its consequences.
Is it not the object of
foreign courts to have such a man possessed of this power as
would be inclined to promote their interests ? What an advantageous prospect fi_r France and Great Britain to secure
the favor and attachment of the President, by exerting their
power and influence to continue him in the office!
Foreign
nations may, by their intrigues, have great influence, in each
state, in the election of the President ; and I have no doubt bu.
their efforts will be tried to the utmost.
Will not the influence of the President himself have great weight in his reelection ? The variety of the offices at his disposal will acquire him the favor and attachment of those who aspire ;alter
them, and of the officers and their friends. He will have some
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connection with the members of the different branches ol
government.
They will esteem him, because they will be
acquainted with him, live in the same town with him, and
often dine with him. This familiar and frequent intercourse
will secure him great influence.
I presume that when once
he is elected, he may be elected forever. Besides his influ
ence in the town where he will reside, he will have very
considerable weight in the different states.
Those who are
acquainted with the human nfind, in all its operations, can
clearly foresee this.
Powerful men in different states will
form a fi'iendship with him. For these reasons, I conceive,
the same President may always be continued, and be in fact
elected by Congress, instead of independent
and inwlligent
electors.
It is a misfortune, more than once experienced,
that the representatives
of the states do not pursue the particular interest of their own state.
When we take a more
accurate view of the principles of the Senate, we shall have
grounds to fear that the interest of our state may be totally
neglected; nay, that our legislative influence will be as if
we were actually expelled or banished out of Congress. The
senators are amenable to, and appointe.d by, the states. They
have a negative on all laws, may originate any except money
hills, and direct the affairs of the executive.
Seven states
are a majority, and can in most cases bind the rest; from
which reason, the interest of certain states alone will be consulted. Ahhoueh the House of Representatives is calculated
on national principles, and .should. they• attend (contrary. to
my expectations) to the general interests of the Umon, yet
the danzerous exclusive powers given to the Senate will, in
my opinion, counterbalance
their exertions.
Consider the
connection of the Senate with the executive.
Has it not an
authority over all the acts of the executive ? What are the
acts which the President can do without them ? What number is requisite to make treaties?
A very small number.
Two thirds of those who may happen to be present, may,
with the President,
make treaties that shall sacrifice the
dearest interests of the Southern States _ which may relinquish part of our territories_which
may dismember the
United States.
There is no cheek to prevent this; there is
no responsibility, or power to punish it. He is to nominate,
and, by and with the a&:iee and consent of the Senate, to
appoint, ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls,
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judg,;a ,f the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the
United States.
The concurrence of a bare majority of those
who may be present will enable him to do these important
arts.
It does not require the consent of two thirds even of
those who may be present.
Thus I conceive the government is put entirely into the hands of seven states ; indeed,
into the hands of'two thirds of a majority.
The executive
branch is under their protection, and yet they are freed from
a direct charge of combination.
Upon reviewing this government,. I must say, under my
present impression, I think it a dangerous government, and
calculated to secure neither the interests nor the rights of our
countrymen.
Under such a one, I shall be averse to embark
the best hopes and prospects of a free people.
We have
struggled long to bring about this revolution, by which we
enjoy our present freedom and security.
Why, then, this
haste--this
wild precipitation ?
I have fatigued the committee;
but, as I have not yet
said all that l wish upon the subieet, I trust I shall be indulged another day.
Mr. JOHN MARSHALL.
Mr. Chairman, I conceive
that the object of the discussion now before us is, whether
democracy or despotism be most eligible.
I am sure that
those who framed the system submitted to our investigation,
and those who now support it, intend the establishment and
security of the former.
The supporters of the Constitution
claim the title of being, firm friends of the liberty and the
rights of mankind.
They say that they consider it as the
best means of protecting liberty. We, sir, idolize democracy.
Those wh6 oppose it have bestowed eulogiums on monarchy.
We prefer this system to any monarchy, because we are convineed that it has a greater tendency to secure our liberty
and promote our happiness.
We admire it, because we
thi.k it a well-regld.tted democracy.
It is recommended to
the good people of this country:
they are, through us, to
declare whether it be such a plan of government as will establish and secure their freedom.
Permit me to attend to what the honorable gentleman
(Mr. Henry) has said.
He has expatiated on the necessity
of a due attention to certain maxims_to
certain fundamental principles, from which a free people ought never to
depart.
] concur with him in the propriety of tht
h.
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servance of such maxims.
They are necessary in any go_,ernment, but more essential to a democracy than to any
other. What are the favorite maxims of democracy ? A strict
observance of justice and public f_ith, and a steady adherence
to virtue.
These, sir, are the principles of a good governmerit. No mischief, no misfortune, ought to deter us from
a strict observance of justice and public faith. Would to
Heaven that these principles had been observed under the
presetlt government!
Had this been the case, the friends
of liberty would not be so willing now to part with it. Can
we boast that our government is founded on these maxims?
Can we pretend to the enjoyment of political freedom or
security, when we are told that a man has been, by an act
of Assembly, struck out of existence without a trial by jury,
without examination, without being confronted with his accusers and witnesses, without the benefits of the law of the
land ? Where is our safety, when we are told that this act
was justifiable because the person was not a Socrates?
What has become of the worthy member's maxims?
Is
this one of them ? Shall it be a maxim that a man shall be
deprived of his life without the benefit of law ? Shall such
a deprivation of life be justified by answering, that the man's
life was not taken secundum artem because he was a bad
man ? Shall it be a maxim that government ought not to be
empowered to protect virtue ?
The honorable member, after attempting to vindicate that
tyrannical legislative act to which I have been alluding, proceeded to take a view of the dangers to which this country
is exposed.
He told us that the principal danger arose fi'om
a. gove!'nment which, if adopted, would give away the Mississippi. I intended to proceed regularly, by attending to
the clause under debate ; but 1 must reply to some observations which were dwelt upon to make impressions on our
minds unfavorable to the plan upon the table. Have we no
navigation in, or do we derive no Iw.nefit from, the Mississippi ? How shall we retain it ? By retaining that weak
government which has hitherto kept it from us ? Is it thus
that we shall secure that navigation ? Givethe government
the power of retaining it, anti then we ma) hope to derive
actual ath'antages from it. Till we do this, we cannot expect that a government which hitherto h_s not been able to
protect it, will have the power to do it he,after.
Have we
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attended too long to consider whether this government would
be able to protect us ? Shall we wait for further proofs of
its inefficacy ? If, on mature consideration, the Constitution
will be found to be perfectly right on the subject of treaties,
and containing.no danger of losing that navigation, will he
still ot!iect ? Will he object because eight states are unwilling.to part with it ? This is no good ground of objection.
He then stated the necessity and probability of obtaining
amendments.
This we ought to postpone until we come to
that clause, and make up our alinds whether there be any
thing unsafe in this system.
He conceived it impossible to
obtain amendments after adopting it. If he was right, does
not his own argument prove that, in his own conception,
previous amendments cannot be had ? for, sir, if subsequent
amendments ca,not be ohtained, shall we get amendments
before we ratify ? The reasons against the latteR"do not
apply against the former. There are in this state, and in
every state in the Union, many who are decided enemies of
the Union.
Reflect on the probable conduct of such men.
What will they do ? They will bring amendments which
are local in their nature, and which they know will not be
accepted.
What security have we that other states will not
do the same? We are told that many in the states were
violently opposed to it. They are more mindful of local interests.
They will never propose such amendments as they
think would be obtained.
Disunion will be their object.
This will be attained by the proposal of unreasonable amendments.
This, sir, though a strong cause, is not the only one
that will militate against previous amendments.
Look at
the comparative temper of this country now, and when the
late tbderal Convention met.
We had no idea then of any
particular system.
The fi_rmation of the most perfect plan
was our object and wish.
It was imagined that the states
would accede to, and be pleased with, the proposition that
would be, made them.
Consider the violence of opinions,
the prejudices and animosities which have been since imbibed. Will not these operate greatly against mutual concessions, or a friendly concurrence ? This will, however, be taken
up more properly at another time.
He says, we wish to have
a strong, energetic, powerful _overnment.
We contend for a
well-regulated-democracy.
He insinuates that the power of
the government has been enlarged by the Convention, and
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that we may apprehend it will be enlarged by others
The Convention did not, in fact, assume any power.
They have proposed to our consideration a scheme
of government which they thought advisable.
We are
not bound to adopt it, if we disapprove of it.
Haa
not every individual in this community a right to tender
that scheme which he thought most conducive to the
welfare of his country?
Have not several gentlemen
already demonstrated
that the Convention did not exceed
their powers?
But the Congress have the power of
making bad laws, it seems.
The Senate, with the President, he informs us, may make a treaty which shall be disadvantageous to us ; and that, if they be not good men, it will
not be a good Constitution.
I shall ask the worthy member
only, if the people at large, and they alone, ought to make
laws and treaties?
Has any man this in contemplation ?
You cannot exercise the Powers of government personally
yourselves.
You must trust to agents.
If so, will you dispute giving them the power of acting for you, from an existing possibility that they may abuse it ? As long as it is
impossible for you to transact your business in person, if you
repose no confidence in delegates, because there is a possibility of their abusing it, you can have no government;
tbr
the power of doing good is inseparable from that of doing
some evil.
We may derive from Holland lessons very beneficial to
ourselves.
Happy that country which can avail itself of the
misfortunes of others mwhich can gain knowledge from that
source without fatal experience!
What has produced the
late disturbances in that country ? The want of such a government as is on your table, and having, in some measure,
such a one as you are about to part with.
The want of
proper powers in the government, the consequent deranged
and relaxed administration, the violence of contending parties, and inviting foreign powers to interpose in their disputes,
have subjected them to all the mischiefs which have interrupted their harmony.
I cannot express my astonishment
at his high-colored eulogium on such a government.
Can
any thing be more dissimilar than the relation between
the British government and the colonies, and the relation
between Congress and the states ? We were not represented in Parliament.
Here we are represented.
Argu-
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ments which prove the impropriety of being taxed lq Britain,
do not hold against the exercise of taxation by Congress.
Let me pay attention to the observation of the gentleman
who was last up, that the power of taxation ought not to be
given to Congress.
This subject requires the undivided
attention
of this house.
This power ] think essentially
necessary ; for without it there will be no efficiency iu the
government.
We have had a sufficient demonstration of the
vauity of depending on requisitions.
How, then, can the
general government exist without this power ? The possibility of its being abused is urged as an argument against
its expediency.
To very little purpose did Virginia discover
the defects in the old system; to little purpose, indeed, did
she propose improvements;
and to no purpose is this plan
constructed for the promotion of our happiness, if we refuse
it now, because it is possible that it may be abused.
The
Confederation has nominal powers, but no means to carry
them into effect.
If a systetn of government were devised
by more than human intelligence, it would not be effectual
if the means were not adequate to the power.
All delegated
powers are liable to 1_..abused.
Arguments drawn from this
source go in direct opposition to the government, and in
recommendation
of anarchy.
The friends of the Constitution are as tenacious of liberty as its enemies.
They wish
to give no power that will endanger it. They wish to
give the government powers to secure and protect it. Our
inquiry here must be, whether the power of taxation be
necessary to perform the objects of the Constitution,
and
whether it be safe, and as well guarded as human wisdom
can do it. What are the objects of the national government ?
To protect the United States, and to promote the general
welfare.
Protection, in time of war, is one of its principal
objects.
Until mankind shall cease to have ambition and
avarice, wars will arise.
The prosperity and happiness of the people depend on the
performance of these great and important duties of the general government.
Can these duties be. performed by one
state ? Can one state protect us, and promote our happiness?
The honorable gentleman who has gone before me (Governor
Randolph) has shown that Virginia cannot do these things.
How, then, can they be done ? By the national government only.
Shall we refuse to give it powe_ to do them _
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We are answered, that the powers may be abused; that,
though the Congress may promote our happiness, yet they
may prostitute their powers to destroy our liberties. This
goes to the destruction of all confidence in agents. Would
you believe that men who had merited your highest confidence would deceive you ? Would you trust them again
after one deception? Why then hesitate to trust the general government ? The object of our inquiry is, Is the power
necessary, and is it guarded ? There must be men and
money to protect us. How are armies to be raised ? Must
we not have money for that purpose? But the honorable
gentleman says that we need not be.afraid of war. Look at
history, which has been so often quoted. Look at the great
volume of human nature. They will foretell you that a
defenceless country cannot be secure. The nature of man
forbids us to conclude that we are in no danger, from war.
The passions of men stimulate them to avail themselves of
the weakness of others. The powers of Europe are jealous
of us. It is our interest to watch their conduct, and guard
against them. They must be pleased with our disunion. If
we invite them by our weakness to attack us, will they not
do it ? If we add debility to our present situation, a partition of America may take place.
It is, then, necessary to give the government that power,
in time of peace, which the necessity-of war will render indispensable, or el_ we shall be attacked unprepared. The
experience of the world, a knowledge of human nature, and
our own particular experience, will confirm this truth. When
danger shall come upon us, may we not do what we were
on the point of doing once already --that is, appoint a dictator ? Were those who are now friends to this Constitution less active in the defence of liberty, on that trying
occasion, than those who oppose it ? When foreign dangers
come, may not the fear of immediate destruction, by foreign
enemies, impel us to take a most dangerous step ? Where,
then, will be our safety ? We may now regulate and frame
a plan that will enable us to repel attacks, and render a
recurrence to dangerous expedients unnecessary. If we be
pronared to defend ourselves, there will be little inducement
to attack us. But if we defer Wing the necessary power
to the general government till the moment of dan_er arrives.
we shall give it then, and-with an an.sparing haad. Ameri
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ca,Ilk"othernations,
may be exposed towar. The proline
H ofgivingthispowerwillbe provedby thehistory
ofthe
world,and particularly
of modern republics.I defyyou 1o
producea singleinstance
where requisitions
oilseveral
individualstates,
composinga confederacy,
have been honestly
compliedwith. Did gentlemenexpecttoseesuch punctualitycomplied with in America? If they did,our own
experienceshows the contrary.
We aretoldthattheConfederation
carried
usthroughthe
war. Had not the enthusiasmof liberty
inspired
us with
unanimity,
thatsystemwould neverhavecarriedUsthrough
it. It would have been much sooner terminated had that
government been possessed of due energy.
The inability
of Congress, and the failure of states to comply with the
constitutional requisitions, rendered our resistance less efficient than it might have been.
The weakness of that government caused troops to be against us which ought to have
been on our side, and prevented all resources of the community from being called at once into action.
The extreme
readiness of the people to make their utmost exertions to
ward off solely the pressing danger, supplied the place of
requisitions. When they came solely to be depended on, their
inutility was fully discovered.
A bare sense of duty, or a
regard to propriety, is too ibeble to induce men to comply
with obligations.
We deceive ourselves if we expect any
efficacy from these.
If requisitions will not avail, the government must have the sinews of war some other way.
Requisitions cannot be effectual.
They will be productive of
delay, and will ultimately be inefficient.
By direct taxation, the necessities of the government will be. supplied in
a peaceable manner, without irritating the minds of the people. But requisitions cannot be rendered efficient without
a civil war -- without great expense of money, and the blood
of our citizens.
Are there any other means?
Yes, that
Congress shall apportion the respective quotas previously,
and if not complied with by the states, that then this dreaded
Power shall be exercised.
The operation of this has been
described by the gentleman who opened the debate.
He
cannot be answered.
This great objection to that system
xemains unanswered.
Is there no other argument which
ought to have weight with us on this subject ? Delay is a
strong and pointed objection to it.
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We are told by the gentleman who spoke last, that direct
taxation is unnecessary, because we are not involved in war.
This admits the propriety of recurring to direct taxation if
we were engaged in war.
It has not been proved that w_
have no dangers to apprehend on this point. What will be
the consequence of the system proposed by the worthy gen
tleman ? Suppose the states should refilse !
The worthy gentleman who is so pointedly opposed to the
Constitution, proposes remonstrances.
Is it a time for Congress to remonstrate, or compel a compliance with requisitions, when the whole wisdom of the Union, and the power
of Congress, are opposed to a fbreign enemy ? Another
alternative is, that, if the states shall appropriate certain
funds for the use of Congress, Co,gress
shall not lay
direct taxes.
Suppose the funds appropriated by the states
for the use of Congress should be inadequate ; it will not be
determined whether they be insufficient till after the time at
which the quota ought to have been paid; and then, after
so long a delay, the means of procuring money, which ought
to have been employed in the first instance, must be recurred
to. May they not be amused by such ineffectual and temporizing alternatives from year to year, until America shall
be enslaved ? The failure in one state will authorize a
failure in another.
The calculation in some states that
others will fail, will produce general failures.
This will also
be attended with all the expenses which we are anxious to
avoid. What are the advantages to induce us to embrace
this system ? If they mean that requisitions should be complied with, it will he the same as if"Congress had the power
of direct taxation.
The same amount will be paid by the
I)eople.
It is objected, that Congress will not know how to lay
taxes so as to be easy and convenient for the people at large.
Let us pay strict attention to this objection.
If it appears
to be tot:dly without foundation, the necessity of levyi,g
direct taxes will ohvi.ate what the gentleman says ; nor will
_here be any color for refusi,g to grant the power.
The objects of direct taxes are well understood : they are
but few: what are they ? Lands, slaves, stock of all kinds,
and a few other articles of domestic property.
Can you
believe that ten men selected from all parts of the state,
chosen because they know the situation of the people, will
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be unabh; to determine so as to make the tax equal on, 8nd
convenient for, the people at large ? Does an)" man believe
that they would lay the tax without the aid of other information besides their own knowledge, when they know that the
very object for which they are elected is to lay the taxes in a
judicious and eonvenient manner?
If they wish to retain
the affections of the people at large, will they not inform
themselves of every circumstance that can throw light on the
subject ? Have they but one source of information?
Besides their own experience m their knowledge of what will
suit their constituents mthey will have the benefit of the
knowledge and experience of the state legislature.
They
will see in what manner the legislature of _irginia collects
its taxes. Will they be unable to follow their example ?
The gentlemen who shall be delegated to Congress will have
every source of information that the legislatures of the states
can have, and can lay the taxes as equally on the people, and
with as little oppression, as they can.
If, then, it be admitted that they can understand how to lay them equally and
conveniently, are we to admit that they will not do it, but
that, in violation of every principle that ought to govern men,
they will lay them so as to oppress us ? What benefit will
they have by it ? Will it be promotive of their reOlection ?
Will it be by wantonly imposing hardships and difficulties on
the people at large, that they will promote their own interest,
and secure their rei_lection ? To me it appears incontrovertible
that they will settle them in such a manner as to be easy for
the people.
Is the system so organized as to make taxation dangerous ? I shall not go to the various cheeks of the
government, but examine whether the immediate representation of the people be well constructed.
I conceive its organization to be sufficiently satisfactory to the warmest friend
of freedom.
No tax can be laid without the consent of the
House of Representatives.
If there be no impropriety in the
mode of eleeting the representatives, can any danger be apprehended ? They are elected by those who can elect representatives in the state legislature.
How can the votes of
the electors be influeneed ? By nothing but the character
and conduct of the man they vote for. What object can influence them when about choosing him ? They have nothing
to direct them in the choice but their own good.
Have you
not as pointed and strong a security as you can possibly have ?
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It is a mode that secures an impossibility of being corrupted.
If they are to be chosen tbr their wisdom, virtue, and integrity, what inducement have they to infringe on our freed,)m ;
We are told that they may abuse their power.
Are therr
strong motives to prompt them to abuse it ? Will not such
abuse militate against their own interest?
Will not they
and their friends feel the effects of iniquitous measures:
Does the representative remain in office for life ? Does he
transmit his title of representative to his son ? Is he secured
from the burden imposed on the community?
To procure
their re61ection, it will be necessary for them to confer with
the people at large, and convince them that the taxes laid
are tbr their good.
If I am able to judge on the subject,
the power of taxation now before us is wisely conceded, and
the representatives are wisely elected.
The honorable gentleman said that a government should
ever depend on the affections of the people. It must be so.
h is the best support it can have. This govermneut merits
the confidence of the people, and, I make no doubt, will have
it. Then he informed us again of the disposition of Spain
with respect, to the Mississi. t_pi,,and the conduct of the government with regard to it.
ro the debility of the Confederation alone may justly be imputed every cause of complaint on this subject.
Whenever gentlemen will bring forward their objections, I trust we can prove that no danger to
the navigation of that river can arise from the adoption of
this Constitution.
I beg those gentlemen
who may be
affected byit, to suspend their.judgment
till they hear it discussed. Will, says he, the adoption of this Constitution pay
our debts ? It will compel the states to pay their quotas.
Without this, Virginia will be unable to pay. Unless all the
states pay, she cannot.
Though the states will not coin
money, (as we are told,) yet this government will bring forth
and proportion all the strength of the Union.
That economy and industry are essential to oor happiness, will be denied by no man.
But the present government will not add
to our industry.
It takes away the incitemertts to industry,
by rendering property insecure and unl)rotected.
It is the
paper on your table that will promote and encourage industry. New Hampshire and Rhode Island have rejected it, he
tells us. New Hampshire, if my intbrmation be right, will
certainly" adopt it. The report spread in this country, ot
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which I have heard, is, that the representatives of that state
having, on meeting, found they were instructed to vote against
it, ret.urned to their constituents without determining the
question, to convince them of their being mistaken, and of
the propriety of adopting it.
The extent of the country is urged as another objection,
as being too great for a republican government.
This objection has been handed from author to author, and has been certainly misunderstood and misapplied.
To what does it owe
its source ? To observations and criticisms on governments,
where representation did not exist. As to the legislative power,
was it ever supposed inadequate to any extent ? Extent of
country may render it difficult to execute the laws, but not to
legislate. Extent of country does not extend the power. What
will be sufficiently energetic and operative in a small territory,
will be feeble wl_en extended over a wide-extended country.
.The gentleman tells us there are no checks in this plan. What
has become of his enthusiastic eulogium on the American
spirit ? We should find a check and control, when oppressed,
from that source. In this country, there is no exclusive personal stock of interest.
The interest of the community is
blended and inseparably connected with that of the individual.
When he promotes his own, he promotes thatofthe community.
When we consult the common good, we consult our own.
When he desires such checks as these, he will find them
abundantly here.
They are the best checks.
What has
become of his eulogium on the Virginia Constitution ? Do
the checks in this plan appear less excellent than those of
the Constitution of Virginia ? If the checks in the Constitution be compared to the checks in the Virginia Constitution, he will find the best security in the former.
The temple of liberty was complete, said he, when the
people of England said to their king, that he was their servant. What are we to learn from this ? Shall we embrace
such a system as that?
Is not liberty secure with us,
where the people hold all powers in their own hands, and
delegate them cautiously, for short periods, to their servants,
who are accountable for the smallest mal-administration _
Where is the nation that can boast greater security than
we do ? We want only a system like the paper before you,
to strengthen and perpetuate this security.
The honorable gentleman has asked if there be any safety
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or freedom, when we give away the sword and the purse.
Shall the people at large hold the sword and the purse without the interposition of their representatives.;
Can the
whole aggregate community act personally ? I apprehend
that every gentleman will see the impossibility of this
Must they, then, not trust them to others ? To whom are
they to trust them but to their representatives, who are accountable for their conduct.;
He represents secrecy as
unnecessary, and produces the British government as a proof
of its inutility.
Is there no secrecy there ? When deliberating on the propriety of declaring war, or on military
arrangements, do they deliberate in the open fields ? No,
sir. The British government affords secrecy when necessary,
and so ought every government.
In this plan, secrecy Is
only used when it would be fatal and pernicious to publish
the schemes of government.
We are threatened with the
loss of our liberties by the possible abuse of power, notwithstanding the maxim, that those who give may take away.
It is the people that give power, and can take it back.
What shall restrain them ? They are the masters who give
it, and of whom their servants hold it.
He then argues against the system, because it does not
resemble the British government in this -- that the same power that declares war has not the means of carrying it on.
Are the people of England more secure, if the Commons
have no voice in declaring war ? or are we less secure by
having the Senate joined with the President ? It is an absurdity, says the worthy member, that the same man should
obey two masters mthat the same collector should gather
taxes for the general government and the state legislature.
Are they not both the servants of the people ? Are not
Congress and the state legislatures the agents of the people,
and are they not to consult the good of the people ? May
not this be effected by giving the same officer the collection
of both taxes ? He tells you that it is an absurdity to adopt
before you amend.
Is the object of your adoption to mend
solely? The objects of your adoption are union, safety
against foreign enemies, and protection against faction-against what has been the destruction of all republics.
These impel you to its adoption.
If you adopt it, what
shall restrain ;)'°u from amendin_
ments shall bc found necessary.

it, if, in trying it, amendThe government is no:
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supported oy force, but depending on our free will. When
experience shall show us any inconveniences, we can then
correct it. But until we have experience on the subject,
amendments, as well as the Constitution itself, are to try.
Let us try it, and keep our hands free to change it when
necessary.
If it be necessary to change government, let
us change that government which has been found to be
defective.
The difficulty we find in amending the Confederation will not be found in amending this Constitution.
Any amendments, in the system betbre you, will not go to
a radical change ; a plain way is pointed out for the purpost'.
All will be interested to change it, and therefore all exert
themselves in getting the change.
There is such a diversity of sentiment in human minds, that it is impossible we
shall ever concur in one system till we try it. The power
given to the general government over the time, place, and
manner of election, is also strongly objected to. When we
come to that clause, we can prove it is highly necessary,
and not dangerous.
The worthy member has concluded his observations by
many eulogiums on the British constitution.
It matters not
to us whether it be a wise one or not. I think that, for
America at least, the government on your table is very much
superior to it. I ask you if your House of Representatives
would be better than it is, if a hundredth part of the people
were to elect a majority of them. If your senators were
for life, would they be more agreeable to you ? If your
President were not accountable to you for his conduct,--if
it were a constitutional maxim, that he could do no wrong,
n would you be safer than you are now ? If _ou can answer, Yes, to these questions, then adopt the J_ritish constitution.
If not, then, good as that government may be,
this is better. The worthy gentleman who was last up,
said the confederacies of ancient and modern times were
not similar to ours, and that consequently reasons which
applied against them could not be urged against it. Do
they not hold out one lesson very useful to us ? However
unlike in other respects, they resemble it in its total inefficacy.
They warn us to shun their calamities, and place in
our government those necessary powers, the want of which
destroyed them. I hope we shall avail ourselves of their
mgsfortunes, without experiencing them. There was qome
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thing peculiar in one observation he made. He said that
those who governed the cantons of Switzerland were pur
chased by foreign powers, which was the cause of thel,
uneasiness and trouble.
How does this apply to us ? If we adopt such a govern
ment as theirs, will it not be subject to the same inconvenience ? Will not the same cause produce the s line effect
What shall protect us fl'om it ? What is our security ? He
then proceeded to say, the causes of war are removed h'om
us ; that we are separated by the sea from the powers of Europe, and need not be alarmed. Sir, the sea makes them
neighbors to us. Though an immense oc'ean divides us, we
may speedily see them with us. What d.lngers may we not
apprehend to our commerce ! Does not our naval weakness
invite an attack on our commerce ? May not the Algerines
seize our vessels ? Cannot they, and every other predatory
or maritime nation, pillage our ships and destroy our commerce, without subjecting themselves to any inconvenience ?
He would, he said, give the general government all necessary powers,
if any thing be necessary, it must be so
to call forth the strength of the Union when we may
be attacked, or when the general purposes of America require it. The worthy gentleman then proceeded to show,
that our present exigencies are greater than they will ever
be a_ain.
Who can penetrate into futurity ? How can any man
pretend to say that our future exigencies will be less than
our present ? The exigencies of nations have beeli generally commensurate to their resources. It would be the utmost
impolicy to trust to a mere possibility of not being attacked,
or ol}liged to exert the strength of the community.
He
then spoke of a selection of particular objects by Congress,
which he says must necessarily be oppressive; that Congress, for instance, might select taxes, and that all but landholders would escape.
Cannot Congress regulate the taxes
so as to be equal on all parts of the eommumty ? Where is
the absurdity of having thirteen revenues ? Will they clash
with, or injure, each other ? If not, why cannot Congress
make thirteen distinct laws, and impose the taxes on the
geueral objects of taxation in each state, so as that all persons of the society shall pay equally, as they ought ?
He then told you that your Continental government will
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call fi,rth the virtue and talents of America.
This being the
case, will they encroach on the power of the state governments ? Will our most virtuous and able citizens wantonly
attempt to destroy the liberty of the people ? Will the most
virt,Jous act the most wickedly ? I differ in opinion from
the worthy gentleman.
I think the virtue and talents of the
members of the general government will tend to the security,
instead of the destruction, of our liberty.
I think that the
power of direct taxation is essential to the existence of the
general government, and that it is safe to grant it. If this
power be not necessary, and as safe from abuse as any delegated power can possibly be, then ] say that the plan before
you is unnecessary ; for it imports not what system we have,
unless it have the power of protecting us in time of peace
and war.
Mr. HARRISON then addressed the chair, but spoke so
low that he could not be distinctly heard. He observed, that
the accusation of the General Assembly, with respect to Josiah Phillips, was very unjust; that he was a man who, by
the laws of nations, was entitled to no privilege of trial, &c. ;
that the Assembly had uniformly been lenient and moderate
in their measures; and that, as the debates of this Convention would probably be published, he thought it verv, unwarrantable to utter expressions here which might induce the
world to believe that the Assembly of Virginia had committed murder.
He added some observations on the plan
of government;
that it certainly would operate an infringement of the rights and liberties of the people ; that he was
amazed that gentlemen should attempt to misrepresent facts
to persuade the Convention to adopt such a system; and
that he trusted they would not ratify it as it then stood.
Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS,
in reply to Mr. Harrison,
observed, that the turpitude of a man's character was not a
sufficient reason to deprive him of his life without a trial;
that such a doctrine as that was a subversion of every shadow
of freedom; that a fair trial was necessary to determine
whether accusations against men's characters were wellfounded or not ; and that no person would be safe, were it
once adopted as a maxim, that a man might be condemned
without a trial.
Mr. Nicholas then proceeded:
Although
we have sat eight days, so little has been done, that we have
hardly begun to discuss the question regularly.
The rule
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of the house to proceed clause by clause has been violated.
Instead of doing this, gentlemen alarm us by declamations
without reason or argument--by
bold assertions that we
are going to sacrifice our liberties.
It is a fact known te
many members within my hearing, that several members
have tried their interest without doors to induce others to oppose this system.
Every local interest that could affect their
minds has been operated upon.
Can it be supposed that gentlemen elected, for their ability
and integrity, to represent the people of Virginia in this
Convention, to determine on this important question, whether
or not we shall be connected with the other states in the
Urtion m can it be thought, I say, that gentlemen in a situation like this will be inflqJenced by motives like these ? An
answer which has been given is, that, if this Constitution be
adopted, the western countries will be lost. It is better that
a tew countries should be lost, than all America.
But, sir,
no such consequence can follow from its adoption.
They
will be much more secure than they are at present.
This
Constitution, sir, will secure the equal liberty and happiness
of all. It will do immortal honor to the gentlemen who
tbrmed it. I shall show the inconsistency of the gentleman
who entertained us so long, (Mr. Henry.)
He insisted that
subsequent amendments would go to a dissolution of the Un_on; that Massachusetts was opposed to it in its present state
Massachusetts has absolutely ratified it, and has gone further,
and said that such and such amendments
shall be proposed
by their representatives.
But such was the attachment of that respectable state to
the Union, that, even at that early period, she ratified it unconditionally, and depended on the probability of obtaining
amendments hereafter.
Can this be a dissolution of the
Union ? Does this indicate an aversion to the Union on the
part of that state ? 'or can an imitation of her conduct injure
us? He tells us that our present government is strong.
How can that government be strong which depends on humble supplieatious tbr its support ? Does a government which
is dependent ibr its existence on others, and which is unable
to afford protection to the people, deserve to be continued ?
But the honorable gentleman has no objections to see little
storms in republics; they may be useful in the political as
well as in the natural world.
Every thing the great Creator
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has ordained in the natural world is founded on consummato
wisdom: but let him tell us what advantages convulsions,
dissensions,
and bloodshed, will produce in the political
world.
Can disunion be the means of securing the happiness of the people in this political hemisphere ? Theworthy
member has enlarged on our bill of rights.
Let us see whether his encomiums on the bill of rights be
consistent with his other arguments.
Our declaration of
rights says that all men are by nature equally free and independent.
How comes the gentleman to reconcile himself
to a government wherein there are an hereditary monarch
and nobility ? He objects to this change, ahhough our
present federal system is totally without energy.
He objects
to this system, because he says it will prostrate your bill of
rights.
Does not the bill of rights tell you that a majority
of the community have an indubitable right to alter any government which shall be found inadequate to the security of
the public happiness ? Does it not say "that no free government, or the blessings of liberty, can be preserved to any
people, but by a firm adherence to justice, moderation, temperance, frugality, and virtue, and by frequent recurrence to
fundamental principles" ? Have not the inadequacy of the
present system, "and repeated flagrant violations of justice,
and the other principles recommended by the bill of rights,
been amply proved ? As this plan of government will promote our happiness and establish justice, will not its adoption be justified by the very principles of your bill of rights ?
But he has touched on a string which will have great
effect.
The western country is not safe if this plan be adopted. What do they stand in need of? Do they want protection from e.a_mies ? The present weak government
cannot protect them.
But the exercise of the congressional
powers, proposed by this Constitution, will afford them ample
security, because the general government can command the
whole strength of the Union, to protect any particular part.
There is another point wherein this government will set
lhem right.
I mean the western posts.
This is a subject
with which ever.), gentleman here is acquainted.
They have.
been withheld from us, since the peace, by the British.
The
violation of the treaty on our part authorizes this detention
in some degree.
The answer of the British minister to our
demand of surrendering
the posts was, that, as soon a_
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America should show a disposition to comply with tile treaty
on her part, Great Britain would do the same. By this
Constitution, treaties will be the supreme law of the land.
The adoption of it, therefore, is the only chance we have of
getting the western l_StS.
As to tile navigauon of the Mississippi, it is one of the
most unalienalfle rights of the people, and which ought to be
relinql,ishcd on uo consideration.
The strength of the westeru people is not adequate to its retention and enjoyment.
They can receive no aid from the Confederation.
This
navigation can only be secured by one of two ways_by
force or by treaty.
As tO |brce, I apprehend that the new
,_;overnment will be much more likely to hold it th:m the old.
It will be also more likely to retain it he means of treaties;
because,, as it will be more powerful and respectable, it will
be more feared ; and as they will have more power to injure
Spain, Spain will be more inclitled to do them .justice, by
yielding it, or by giving them an adequate compensation.
It was said that France and Spain would not be pleased to
see the United States united in one great empire.
Shall we
remain feeble and contemptible to please them ? Shall we
reziect our own interest to protect theirs ? We shall be more
able to discharge our engagements.
This may he agreeable
to them.
There are many stroug reasons to expect that the
adoption of this system will be benefici_d to the back country,
and that their interest will be much better attended to unde_
the new than under the old government.
'l'hc're are, checks
in this Constitution which will render the navigation of the
Mississippi safer than it was under the Cold't,der_itiou. There
is a clause which, in my opinion, will prohilfit the _enerai
_ow'rument from relimltfishi_g that navigation.
The 5th
clause of the 9th section of the 1st ,rtiele provides "that
no preference shall be given, by any regulation of commerce
or revenue, to the ports of one state over those of another."
If Con,_ress be expressly prohibited to giw_,preference to the
ports of one state over those of another, there is a strong implic.ation that they cannot give preference to the ports of
any tbreign nation over those of a state.
This will render
it unconstitutional to give Spain a preference to the western
cotmtry in the navigation of that river. They may say thai
this is a constrained construction, but it appears to me ra.
tnonal. It would be a violation of lrue policy to give such a
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preference. It would be a departure fi'om natural construction to suppose that an advantage withheld from the states
should be given to a foreign nation.
Under the Confederation, Congress cannot make a treaty
without the consent of nine states. Congress, by the proposed plan, cannot make a treaty without the consent of two
thirds of the senators present, and of the President. Two
thirds will amount to nine states, if the senators from all the
states be present. Can it be candidly and fairly supposed
that they will not all, or nearly all, be present when so important a subject as a treaty is to be agitated ? The consent
of the President is a very great security. He is elected by
the people at large. He will not have the local interests
which the members of Congress may have. If he deviates
fi'om his duty, he is responsible to his constituents.
He will
be degraded, and will bring oil his head the accusation of
the representatives of the people--an accusation which has
ever been, and always will be, very formidable. He will be
absolutely disqualified to hold any place of profit, honor, or
trust, and liable to further puifishment if he has committed
such high crimes as are punishable at common law. From
the summit of honor and esteem he will be precipitated to
the lowest infamy and disgrace. Although the representatives have no immediate agency in treaties, yet, from their
influence in the government, they will direct every thing.
They will be a considerable check on the Senate and Presi.
dent. Those from small states will be particularly attentive,
to prevent a sacrifice of territory.
The people of New England have lately purchased great
quantities of lauds in the western country. Great numbers
of them have moved thither. Every one has left his friends,
relations, and acquaintances, behind him. This will prevent
those states from. adoptin_ a measure, that would.._.g.soreatly.
tend to the injury of their friends. Has not Virginia, m the
most explicit terms, asserted her rizht to that navigation ?
Can she ever eqioy it under so feef)le a government as the
present ? This is one reason why she should assent to ratify
this system. A strong argument offered by the gentleman
last up, against the concession of direct taxation, is, that the
back lands and impost will be sufficient for all the exigencies
of government, and cal,'t,lates the impost as a considerable
amount. The impost will be affected by this business. The
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navigation of that river will increase the impost. Are not
the United States as much interested as the people of Ken
tucky to retain that navigation ? Congress will have as much
interest in it as any inhabitant of that country, and must exert themselves for it. Kentucky will have taxes to pay.
How can they pay them without navigation ? It will be
to their interest to have it in their power to navigate the
Mississippi, and raise money by imposts. It will be. to the
interest of all the states, as it will increase the general resources of the united community. Considering Kentucky as
an independent state, she will, under the present system,
and without the navigation of that river, be furnished with
the articles of her consumption through the medium of the:
importing states. She will, therefore, be taxed by every
importing state. If the new Constitution takes place, tile
amounts of duties ou imported articles will go into the general treasury, by which means Kentucky will participate an
equal advantage with the importing states. It will, then, be
clearly to the advantage of the inhabitants of that country
that it should take place. He tells us that he prays forunion.
What kind of union ? A union of the whole, I suppose, if it
could be got on his terms. If on such terms, he will adopt
it. If not, he will recur to partial confederacies. He will
attempt amendments. If he cannot obtain them, then he
will choose a partial confederacy. Now, I beg every gentleman in this committee, who would not sacrifice the union,
to attend to the situation in which they are about to place
themselves.
I beg gentlemen seriously to reflect on this important
business. They say amendments may be previously obtained, but acknowledged to be difficult. Will you .join in
an opposition that so directly tends to disunion ? Can any
member here think of disunion, or a partial confederacs',
without horror? Yet both are expressly preferred to union,
unless this system be amended previously. But, says the
worthy member, why should not previous amendments be
obtained ? Will they not be agreed to, as the eight adopting states are friends to the union ? But what follows ? If
they are so, theywill agree to subsequent amendments. If
you recommend alterations after ratifying, the friendship
of the adopting states to the union, and the desiresof several
of them to have amendments, will lead 1hem to gratify every
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reasonable proposal. By this means you secure the government and union. But if you reject the Constitution, and
say you must have alterations as the previous condition of
adoption, you sacrifice the union, and all the valuable parts
of it.
Can we trust, says he, our liberty to the President mto
the Senate-- to the House of Representatives ? We do not
trust our liberty to a particular branch: one branch has not
the whole power.
One branch is. a check on the other.
The representatives have a controlling power over the whole.
He then told us that republican borderers are not disposed to
quarrels.
This controverts the uniform evidence of history.
I refer the gentleman to the h_story of Greece.
Were not
the republics of that country, which bordered on one another,
almost perpetually at war ? Their confederated republics,
as long as they were united, were continually torn by domestic factions.
This was the case with the Amphictyons.
They called to their assistance the Macedonian
monarch,
and were subjected themselves by that very prince.
This
was the fate of the other Grecian republics.
Dissensions
among themselves rendered it necessary for them to call tbr
foreign aid, and this expedient uhimately ended in their
own subjugation.
This proves the absolute necessity of
the union.
There is a country which affords strong examples, which
may be of great utility to us : I mean Great Britain.
England, before it was united to Scotland, was almost constantly
at war with that part of the island.
The inhabitants of the
north and south parts of the same island were more bitter
enemies to one another than to the nations on the Continent.
England and Scotland were more bitter enemies, before the
union, than England and France have ever been, before or
since.
Their hatred and animosities were stimulated by
the interference of other nations.
Since the union, both
countries have enjoyed domestic tranquillity, the greatest
part of the time, and both countries have been greatly benefited by it. This is a conw'ncing proof that union is necessary fi_r America, and that partial confederacies would be
productive of endless dissensions, and unceasing hostilities
between the diflb,rent parts.
The gentleman relies much on the force of requisitions.
1 shall amntion two examples which will show their inutility.
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They are fruitless without the coercion of arms.
If ]arg_.
states refuse, a complete civil war, or dissolution of the co_l
federacy, will result.
If small states refuse, they will b_"
destroyed, or obliged to comply.
From the history of th,,
United Netherlands, the inutility of requisitions, withoul
recurring to force, may be proved. The small province.refused to comply.
Holland, the most powerful, marched
into their territories with an army, and compelled them to
pay. The other example is from the New England confederacy.
Massachusetts,
the most wealthy and populous
state, refused to contribute her share.
The rest were
unable to compel her, and the league was dissolved.
Attend
to a resolution of the Assembly of Virginia in the year 1784.
[Here Mr. Nicholas read a resolutionof that year, to enableCongress
to compela compliancewith requisitions.]
I am sure that the gentleman recognizes his child.
Is
not this a conclusive evidence of the utter inefficacy of requisitions?
This expedient of coercion is a dreadful alternative.
It confounds those who are innocent, and willing
to pay, with those who refuse.
How are they to be discriminated, if a state is to be attacked tbr the refusal of its
legislature?
I am sure there is not a man in the committee who does not see the impolicy and danger of such an
expedient.
We are next terrified with the thought of excises.
In
some countries excises are terrible.
In others, they are not
only harmless, but useful.
In our sister states, they are
excised without any inconvenience.
They are a kind of tax
on manufactures.
Our manufactures are few in proportion
to those of other states.
We may be assured that Congress will make such rezulations as shaU make excises
convenient and easy for the people.
Another argument made use of is, that ours is the largest
state, and must pay in proportion to the other states.
How
does that appear ? The proportion of taxes are fixed by the
number of inhabitants, and not regulated by the extent of
territory, or fertility of soil. If we be wealthier, in proportion, than other state.s, it will fall lighter upon us than
upon poorer states.
They must fix the taxes so that the
poorest states can pay; and Virginia, being richer; will
bear it easier.
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The honorable gentleman says that the first collections are
to go t_, Congress, and that the state legislatures must bear
all deficiencies.
How does this appear ? Doeshe prove it ?
Nothing of it appears in the plan itself. The Congress and the
state legislatures have concurrent jurisdictions in laying and
collecting taxes. There is no rule that shows that Congress
shall have the first collections.
Each is independent of the
other.
Another argument against this disingenuous construction is
drawn from that clause which regulates representation, which
is conclusive from the words themselves : " Representatives
and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several states
which may be included within this Union, according to their
respective numbers."
Each state will know, from its population, its proportion of any general tax.
As it was justly observed by the gentleman over the way, (Mr. Randolph,) they
cannot possibly exceed that proportion : they are limited and
restrained expressly to it.
The state legislatures have no
check of this kind. Their power is uncontrolled.
This excludes the danger of interference.
Each collects its own
taxes, and bears its own deficiencies; and officers are accountable to each government for the different collections.
I deny, on my part, what he says with respect to the general welfare.
He tells you that, under pretence of providing
for the general welfare, they may lay the most enormous
taxes.
There is nothing in the clause which warrants this
suggestion.
It provides "that Congress shall have the power to lay
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to pay the
debts, and provide for the common defence and general welfare, of the United States."
The debts of the Union ought
to be paid.
Ought not the common defence to be provided
tbr ? Is it not necessary to provide for the general welfare ?
It has been fully proved that this power could not be given
to another body. The amounts to be raised are confined to
these purposes solely. Will oppressive burdens be warranted
by this clause ? They are not to raise money for any other
purpose.
It is a power which is drawn from his favorite
Confederation, the 8th article of which provides " that all
charges of war, and all other expenses that shall be incurred for
the common defence or general welfare, and allowed by the
United States, in Congress assembled, shall be defrayod out
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of a common treasury, which shall be supplied by the several
states, in proportion to the value of all lands, within each
state, granted to or surveyed for ally person, as such land, and
the building and improvement thereon, shall be estimated, at.
cording to such mode as the United States, in Congress as
sembled, shall, from time to time, direct and appoint.
" The taxes for paying that proportion shall be laid and levied, by the authority and direction of the legislatures of the
several states, within the time agreed upon by the United
States, in Congress assembled."
Now, sir, by a comparison
of this article with the clause in the Constitution, we shall
find them to be nearly the same. The common defence and
general welfare are the objects expressly mentioned to be
provided for, in both systems.
The power in the Confederation to secure and provide for those objects was constitutionally unlimited.
The requisitions of Congress are binding on the states, though, from the imbecility of their nature,
the)" cannot be enforced.
The same power is intended by
the Constitution.
The only difference between them is, that
Congress is, by this plan, to impose the taxes on the people,
whereas, by the Confederation, they are laid by the states.
The amount to be raised, and the power given to raise it, is
the same in principle.
The mode of raising only is different,
and this difference is founded on the necessity of giving the
government that energy without which it cannot exist. The
power has not been reprobated in the Confederation.
It
ought not to be blamed in the proposed plan of government.
The gentleman has adverted to what he calls the sweepi_g clause, &c., and represents it as replete with great dangers. This dreaded clause runs in the following words:
"To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other
powers vested by this Constitution in the government of the
United States, or in any department or officer thereof." The
committee will perceive that the Constitution had enumerated all the powers which the general government should have,
but did not say how they were to be exercised.
It therefore, in this eh_use, tells how they shall be exercised.
Does
!his give an)' new power ? I say not. Suppose it had been
inserted, at the end of every power, that the)" should have
power to make laws to carry that power into execution;
would this have increased their powers ? If, therefore, it
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could not ha,,e increased their powers, if placed at the en¢/
of each power, it cannot increase them at the end of all.
This clause only enables them to carry into execution the
powers given to them, hut gives them no additional power.
But it is objected to for want of a bill of rights. It is a
principle universally agreed upon, that all powers not given
are retained. Where, by the Constitution, the general government has general powers for any purpose, its powers are
absolute. Where it has powers with some exceptions, they
are absolute only as to those exceptions. In either case, the
people retain what is not conferred on the general government, as it is by their positive grant that it has any of its
powers. In England, in all disputes between the king and
people, recurrence is had to the enumerated rights of the
people; to determine. Are the rights in dispute secured ?
Are they included in Magna Charta, Bill of Rights, &c. ?
If not, they are, generally speaking, within the king's prerogative. In disputes between Congress and the people,
the reverse of the proposition holds. Is the disputed right
enumerated?
If not, Congress cannot meddle with it.
Which is the most safe ? The people of America know
what they have relinquished for certain purposes. They also
know that they retain every thing else, and have a right to
resume what they have given up, if it be perverted from its
intended object. The king's prerogative is general, with
certain exceptions. The people are, therefore, less" secure
:han we are. Magna Charta, Bill of Rights, &c., secure
their liberty. Our Constitution itself contains an English
Bill of Rights. The English Bill of Rights declares that
Parliaments shall be held frequently. Our Constitution
says that Congress shall sit annually. The English Declaration of Rights provides that nolaws shall be suspended. The
Constitution provides that no laws shall be suspended, except
one, and that in time of rebellion or invasion, which is the
writ of habeas corpus. The Declaration of Rights says that
there should be no army in time of peace without the consent of Parliament.
Here we cannot have an army even in
time of war, with the approbation of our representatives, for
more than two years.
The liberty of the press is secured. What secures it in
England ? ls it secured by Manna Charta, the Declaration
of Rights, or by any other express provision ? It is, not.
They have no express security for the liberty of th,• press.
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They have a reliance on Parliament for its protection and
security. In the time of King William, there passed an act
for licensing the press.
That was repealed.
Since that
time, it has been looked upon as safe. The people have
depended on their representatives.
They will not conseni
to pass an act to infringe it, because such an act would irritate the nation.
It is equally secure with us. As to tht
trial by jury', consider in what situation it is by the state
Constitution.
It is not on a better footing.
It is by implication under the control of the legislature, because it has left
particular cases to be decided by the legislature.
Here it is
secured in criminal cases, and left to the legislatures in civil
cases. One instance will prove the evil tendency of fixing
it in the Constitution.
It will extend to all cases.
Causes
in chancery, which, strictly speaking, never are, nor can be,
well tried by a jury, would then be tried by that mode, and
could not be altered, though found to be inconvenient.
But taxes are to be increased, we are told. I think they
will not.
I am clearly of opinion that the deduction in the
civil list of the states will be equal to the increase of that of
the general government.
Then the increase of custom-house
officers is dreaded.
The present custom-house officers will
be sufficient in the hands of Congress;
so that as much as
economy will take place, so far the revenues will be increased.
Mr. Nicholas concluded by making a few observations on
the general structure of the government,
and its probable
happy operation.
He said that it was a government calculated to suit almost any extent of territory.
He then quoted
the opinion of tile celebrated Montesquieu, from vol. i., tx_ok
9, where that writer speaks of a confederate republic as the
only safe means of extending the sphere of a republican government to any considerable degree.
WEDNrSDA_r,
June 11, 1788.
[The Ist and_d sectionsstill underconsideration.]
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose to
resume, before now, what I had left unfinished concerning
the necessity of a radical change of our system.
The intermission which has taken place discontinued the progress of
the argument, and has given opportunity to others to advance
arguments on different parts of the plan. I hope we shall
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steer our course in a different manner ti'om what we have
hitherto done. I presume that vague discourses and mere
sports of fancy, not relative to the subject at all, are very
improper on this interesting occasion. I hope these will be
no longer attempted, but that we shall come to the point. 1
trust we shall not go out of order, but confine ourselves to
the clause under consideration. I beg gentlemen would
observe this rule. I shall endeavor not to depart from it
myself.
The subject of direct taxation is perhaps one of the most
important that can possibly engage our attention, or that can
be involved in the discussion of this question. If it be to be
judged by the comments made upon it, by the opposers and
favorers of the proposed system, it requires a most clear and
vritical investigation. The objections against the exercise
_f this power by the general government, as far as I am able
to comprehend them, are founded upon the supposition of
its being unnecessary, impracticable, unsafe, and accunmlarive of expense. I shall therefore consider, 1st, how far it
may be necessary; 2d, how far it may be practicable; 8d,
how far it may be safe, as well with respect to the public
liberty at large, as to the state legislatures ; and 4th, with
respect to economy. First, then, is it necessary? I must
acknowledge that I concur in opinion with those gentlemen
who told you that this branch of revenue was essential to the
salvation of"the Union. It appears to me necessary, in order
to secure that punctuality which is necessary in revenue
matters. Without punctuality, individuals will give it no
confidence, without which it cannot get resources. I beg
gentlemen to consider the situation of this country, if unhappily the government were to be deprived of this power. Let
us suppose, for a moment, that one of those powers which
may be unfriendly to us should take advantage of our weakhess, which they will be more ready to do when they know
the want of this resource in our government. Suppose it
should attack us ; what forces could we oppose to it ? Could
we find safety il, such forces as we could call out ? Could
we call forth a sufficient number, either by draughts, or any
other way, to repel a powerful enemy ? The inability of
the goverirment to raise and support regular troops would
compel us to depend on militia.
it would be then necessary to give this power to tl,e govern-
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ment, or run the ask of national annihilation.
It is my firm
belief that, if a hostile attack were made this moment on the
United States, it would flash conviction on the minds of the
citizens of the United States of the necessity of vesting the
government with this power, which alone can enable it to protect the community.
I do not wish to frighten the m_mbers
into a concession of this power, lint to bring to dleir minds
those considerations which demonstrate its necessity.
If wc
were secured from the possibility, or probability, of danger, it
might be unnecessary.
I shall not review that concourse of
dangers which may probably arise at remote periods of
futurity, nor all those which we have immediately to apprehend, for this would lead me beyond the bounds which 1
prescribed myself.
But I will mention one single consideration, drawn from fact itself.
I hope to have your attention.
By the treaty between the United States and his most
Christian majesty, among other things, it is stipulated that
the great principle on which the armed neutrality in Europe
was founded should prevail in case of future wars.
The
principle is this N that free ships shall make free goods, and
that vessels and goods shall be both free from condemnation.
Great Britain did not recognize it. While all Europe was
against her, she held out without acting on it. It has been
considered, for some time past, that the flames of war, already kindled, would spread, and that France and England
were likely to draw those swords which were so recently put
up. This is.judged probable.
We should not be surprised,
in a short time, to consider ourselves as a nemral nation m
France on one side, and Great Britain on the other.
What
is the si'_uation of America ? She is remote from Europe,
and ought not to engage in her politics or wars.
The American vessels, if they can do it with advantage, may carry on
the oommeree of the contending nations.
It is a scurce of
wealth which we ought not to deny to our citizens.
But,
sir, is there not infinite danger that, in despite of all our caution, we shall be drawn into the war?
If American vessels have French property on board, Great Britain will seize
them. By this means we shall be obliged to relinquish the
advantage of a neutral nation, or be engaged in a war.
A neutral nation ought to be respectable, or else it will be
instdted and attacked.
America, in her present impotent
situation, would run the risk of being drawn in as a party ha
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the war, aald lose the advantage of being neutral.
Should
it happen that the British fleet should be superior, have we
not reason to conclude, from the spirit displayed by that nation to us and to all the world, that we should be insulted in our
,_wn ports, and our vessels seized ? But if we be in a respectable situation, if it be known that our government can
command the whole resources of the Union, we shall be suffered to enjoy the great advantages of carrying on the commerce of the nations at war ; for none of them would be _ illing to add us to the number of their enemies.
I shall say
no more on this point, there being others which merit your
consideration.
The expedient proposed by the gentlemen opposed to this
clause is, that requisitions shall be made, and, if not complied with in a certain time, that then taxation shall be recurred to. I am clearly convinced that, whenever requisitions
shall be made, they will disappoint those who put their trust
in them.
One reason to prevent the conc,_rrent exertions of
all the states, will arise from the suspicion, in some states, of
delinquency in others.
States will be governed by the motives that actuate individuals.
When a tax is in operation in a particular state, every citizen, if he knows the energy of the laws to enforce payment,
and that every other citizen is performing his duty, will
cheerfully discharge his duty; but were it known that the
citizens of one district were not pertbrming their duty, and
that it was left to the policy of the government to make them
come up with it, the other districts would be ver_ supine and
careless in making provisions for payment,
taut own experience makes the illustration more natural.
If requisitions
be made on thirteen different states, when one deliberates on
the subject, she will know that all the rest will deliberate upon
it also. This, sir, has been a principal cause of the inefficacy
of requisitions heretofore, and will hereafter produce the
same evil. If the legislatures are to deliberate on this subjeer, (and the honorable, gentleman opposed, to this clause
thinks their deliberation necessary,) is it not presumable that
they will consider peculiar local circumstances ? In the general council, on the contrary, the sense of all America would
be drawn to a single point.
The collective interest of the
Union at large will be known and pursued.
No local views
will be permitted to operate against the general welfare.
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But when propositions would come before a particular state,
There is every reason to believe that qualifications o! the
requisitions would be proposed ; compliance might be prom
ised, and some instant remittances might be made. This
will cause delays, which, in the first instance, will produce
disappointment. This also will make failures everywhere
else. This, I hope, will be considered with the attel_tiou it
deserves. The public creditors will be disappoiuted, and
more pressing. Requisitions will be made for purposes
equally pervading all America; but the exertions to m:kkh
compliances will probably be not uniform in the states. If
requisitions be made for future occasions, for putting the
states in a state of military defence, or to repel an invasion,
will the exertions be uniform and equal in all the states ?
Some parts of the United States are more exposed than
others. Will the least exposed states exert themselves
.equally? We know that the most exposed will be the laore
!mmediat.ely interested, and will make less sacrifices in making exerUons. I beg gentlemen to consider that this argument will apply with most effect to the states which are most
defeuceless and exposed. The Southern States are most
exposed, whether we consider their situation, or the smallness of their population. And there are other circumstances
which render them still more vulnerable, which do not apply
to the Northern States. They are therefore more interested
in giving the government a power to command the whole
strength of the Union ill cases of emergency. Do not gentlemen conceive this mode of obtaining supplies from the
states will keep alive animosities between the general government and particular states ? Where the chances of failures
are so numerous as thirteen, by the thirteen states, disappointment in the first place, and consequent animosity,
must inevitably take place.
Let us consider the alternatives proposed by gentlemen,
instead of the power of laying direct taxes. After the states
shall have refilsed to comply, weigh the consequences of the
exercise of this power by Congress. When it comes in the
form of a punishment, great clamors will be raised among
the.people against the government; hatred will be excited
against it. It will be considered as an ignominious stigma
on the state. It will be considered, at least, in this light by
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the state where tht failure is made, and these sentiments
will no doubt be diffused through the other states.
Now,
let us consider the effect, if collectors are sent where the
state governments refuse to comply with requisitions.
It is
too much the disposition of mankind not to stop at one violation of duty.
I conceive that every requisition that will
be made on my part of America will kindle a contention
between the delinquent member and the general government.
Is there no reason to suppose divisiot_s in the government (for seldom does any thing pass with unanimity)
on the subject of requisitions ? The parts least exposed will
oppose those measures which may be adopted for the defence of the weakest parts.
Is there no reason to presume
that the representatives
from the delinquent state will be
more likely to foster disobedience to the requisitions of the
government than study to recommend them to the public ?
There is, in my opinion, another point of view in which
this alternative will produce great evil. I will suppose,
what is very probable, that partial compliances will be made.
A difficulty here arises which fully demonstrates its impolicy.
If a part be paid, and the rest withheld, how is the general
government to proceed?
They are to impose a tax; but
how shall it he done in this case ? Are they to impose it,
by way of punishment, on those who have paid, as well as
those who have not?
All these considerations
taken into
view (for they are not visionary or fanciful speculations) will,
perhaps, produce this consequence:
The general government, to avoid those disappointments which I first described,
and to avoid the contentions and embarrassments which I last
described, will, in all probability, throw the public burdens
on those branches of revenue which will be more in their
power.
They will be continually necessitated to augment
the imposts.
If we throw a disproportion of the burdens on
that side, shall we not discourage commerce and suffer many
political evils? Shall we not increase that disproportion on
the Southern States, which for some time will operate against
us ? The Southern States, fi'om having fewer manufactures,
will import and consume more.
They will therefore pay
more of the imposts.
The more commerce is burdened, the
more the disproportion will operate against them.
If direct
taxation be mixed with other taxes, it will be in the power
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of the general government to lessen that inequality Bnt
this inequality will be increased to the utmost extent, if the
general government have not this power.
There is another point "of view in which this subjec
affordsus instruction. The imports will decrease in time of
war. The honorable gentleman who spoke yesterday said
that the imposts would be so productive that there would bc
no occasion of laying taxes. I will submit two observations
to him and the committee. First, in time of war, the imposts will be less; and as I hope we are considering a government for a perpetual duration, we ought to provide for
every future contingency. At present, our importations
bear a full proportion to the full amount of our sales, and to
the number of our inhabitants ; but when we have inhabitants
enough, our imposts will decrease, and as the national demands will increase with our population, our resources will
increase as our wants increase.
The other consideration
which I will submit on this part of the subject is this : I believe that it will be found, in practice, that those who fix the
public burdens will feel a greater degree of responsibility,
wheu they are to impose them on the citizens immediately
than if they were to say what sum should be paid by the
states. If they exceed the limits of propriety, universal discontent and clamor will arise. Let us suppose they were to
collect the taxes from the citizens of America; would they
not consider their circumstances? Would they not attentively consider what could be done by the citizens at large ?
Were they to exceed, in their demands, what were reasonable burdens, the people would impute it to the right source.
and look on the imposers as odious.
When I consider the nature of the various objections
brought against this clause, I should be led to think thdt the
difficultieswere such that gentlemen would not be able to
get over them, and that the power, as defined in the plan of
the Convention, was impracticable. I shall trouble them
with a few observations on that point.
It has been said that ten men deputed from this state, and
others in proportion from other states, will not be able to
adjust dirett taxes, so as to accommodate the various citizens
in thirteen states.
I confess I do not see the force of this observation. Could
not ten intelligent men, chosen from ten districts from this
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state, lay direct taxes on a few objects in the most judicious
manner?
It is to be conceived that they would be acquainted with the situation of different citizens of this country. Can any one divide this state into ten districts so as
not to contain men of sufficient information ? Could not
one man of knowledge be found in a district ? When thus
selected, will they not be able to carry their knowledge into
the general council ? I may say, with great propriety, that
the experience of our own legislature demonstrates the competency of Congress to lay taxes wisely.
Our Assembly
consists of considerably more than a hundred ; yet, from the
nature of the business, it devolves on a much smaller number.
It is, through their sanction, approved of by all the others.
It will be found that there are seldom more than ten men
who rise to high information on this subject.
Our federal
representatives, as has been said by the gentleman, (Mr. Marshall,) who entered into the subject with a great deal
of ability, will get information from the state governments.
They will be perfectly well informed of the circumstances of the people of the different states, and
the mode of taxation that would be most convenient
for
them, from the laws of the states.
In laying taxes, they
may even refer to the state system of taxation.
Let it not
be forgotten that there is a probability that that ignorance
which is complained of in some parts of America will be
continually diminishing.
Let us compare the degree of
knowledge which the people had in time past to their present information.
Does not our own experience teach us
that the people are better informed than they were a few
years ago ? The citizen of Georgia knows more now of the
affairs of New Hampshire, than he did, before the revolution, of those of South Carolina.
When the representatives
from the different states are collected together, to consider
this subject, they will interchange their knowledge with one
another, and will have the laws of each state on the table.
Besides this, the intercourse of the states will be continually
increasing.
It is now much greater than before the revolution. My honorable friend over the way, (Mr. Monroe,)
yesterday, seemed to conceive, as an insuperable objection,
that, if land were made the particular object of taxation, it
would be unjust, as it would exonerate the commercial part
of the comnmnity;
that, if it were laid on trade, it would
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be unjust, in dischar_ng the landholders; and that any exclusive selection would be unequal and unfair. If the general government were tied down to one object, I confess the
objection would have some force in it. But if this be not
the case, it can have no weight.
If it should have a general
power of taxation, they could select the most proper objects,
and distribute the taxes in such a manner as that they should
fall in a due degree on every member of the commuqity.
They will be limited to fix the proportion of each state,
and they must raise it in the most convenient and satisfactory_manner to the public.
The honorable member considered it as another insuperable objection, that uniform laws could not be made tbr
thirteen states, and that dissonance would produce inconvenience and oppression.
Perhaps it may not be found, on
due inquiry, to be so impracticable as he supposes.
But
were it so, where is the evil |br different states to raise
money for the general government ? Where is the evil of
such laws ? There are instances in other countries of different laws operating in different parts of the country, without producing any kind of opposition.
The revenue laws
are different in England and Scotland in several respects.
Their laws relating to customs, excises, and trade, are
similar; but those respecting direct taxation are dissimilar.
There is a land tax in England, and a land tax in Scotland ;
but the laws concerning them are not the same. It is much
heavier, in proportion, in the former than in the latter. "['he
mode of collection is different; yet this is not productive of
any national inconvenience.
_'¥ere we to conclude, from
the objections, against the proposed plan, this dissimilarity,
in that point alone, would have involved those kingdoms in
difficulties. In England itself, there is a variety of different
laws operating differently in different places.
"
I will make another observation on the objection of my
honorable friend. He seemed to conclude that concurrent
collections under different authorities were not reducible to
practice. I agree that, were they independent of the people, the argument would be good. But they must serve one
common master. They must act in concert, or the defaulting party must bring on itself the resentment of the people.
[f-the general government be so constructed that it will not
dare to impose such burdens as will distress the people, where
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is the e,nl of its having a power of taxation concurrent with
the states ? The people would not support it, were it to ira.pose oppressive burdens.
Let me make one more comparison of the state governments to thisplan.
Do not the states
impose taxes for local purposes ? Does the concurrent collection of taxes, imposed by the legislatures for general purposes, and of levies laid by the counties for parochial and
county purposes, produce any inconvenience or oppression ?
The collection of these taxes is perfectly practicable, and
consistent with the views of both parties.
The people at
large are the common superior of the state governments and
the general government.
It is reasonable to conclude that
they will avoid interferences, for two causesto avoid public oppression, and to render the collections more productive.
I conceive they will be more likely to produce disputes, in
rendering it convenient for the people, than to run into interfering regulations.
In the third place, I shall consider whether the power of
taxation to be given the general government be safe; and
first, whether it be safe as to the public liberty in general.
It would be sufficient to remark that it is, because I conceive the point has been clearly established by more than
one gentleman who has spoken on the same side of the question.
In the decision of this question, it is of importance to
examine whether elections of representatives
by great disn'iets of freeholders be favorable to fidelity in representatives.
The greatest degree of treachery in representatives
is to be.
apprehended where they are chosen by the least number of
electors; because there is a greater facility of using undue
influence, and because the electors must be less independent.
This position is verified, in the most unanswerable
manner,
in that country to which appeals are so often made, and
sometimes instructively.
Who are the most corrupt members in Parliament ? Are
they not the inhabitants of small towns and districts ? The
supporters of liberty are from the great counties.
Have we
not seen that the representatives of the city of London, who
are chosen by such thousands of voters, have continually
studied and supported the liberties of the people, and opposed the corruption of the crown ? We have seen continually that must of the members ill the ministerial majority are
drawn from small, circumscribed districts.
We may there-
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fore conclude, that our representatives, being chosen by such
extensive districts, will be, upright and independent.
In
proportion as we have security a.gainst corruption in representatives, we have security against corruption from every
other quarter whatsoever.
I shall take a view of certain subjects, which will lead to
some reflections to quiet the minds of those gentlemen who
think that the individual governments will be swallowed up
by the general government.
In order to effect this, it is
proper to compare the state governments with the general
government, with respect to reciprocal dependence, and with
respect to the means they have of supporting themselves, or
of encroaching on one another.
At the first comparison, we
must be struck with these remarkable facts.
The general
government has not the appointment of a single branch of
the individual governments, or of any officers within the
states, to execute their laws.
Are not the states integral
parts of the general government ? Is not the President
chosen under the influence of the state legislatures?
May
we not suppose that he will be complaisant to those from
whom he has his atppointment, and from whom he must have
his reappointment.
The senators are appointed altogether
by the legislatures.
My honorable friend apprehended a coalition between the
President, Senate, and House of Representatives, against the
states. This could be supposed only from a similarity of the
component parts.
A coalition is not likely to take place, because its component parts are heterogeneous in their nature. The House of
Representatives is not chosen by the state governments, but
under the influence of those who compose the state legislatures. Let us suppose ten men appointed to carry the
government into effect; there is every degree of certainty
that they would be indebted for their rei_lection to the members of the legislatures.
If they derive their appointment
from them, will they not execute their duty to them ? Besides this, will not the people (whose predominant interest
will. ultimately_revail)
feel, great attachment to the state
legislatures ? 1 hey have the care of all local interests
those familiar domestic objects, for which men have the
strangest predilection.
The general government, on the
contrary, has the preservation of the aggregate interest of
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the Union--objects which, being less familiar, and more remote from men's notice, have a less powerful influence on
their minds. Do we not see great and natural attachments
arising from local considerations ? This will be the case in
a much stronger degree in the state governments than in the
general government. The people will be attached to their
state legislatures from a thousand causes ; and into whatever
scale the people at large will throw themselves, that scale
will preponderate.
Did we not perceive, in the early stages of the war, when
Congress was the idol of America, and when in pursuit of
the object most dear to America, that they were attached
to their states ? Afterwards, the whole current of their affection was to the states ; and such would be still the case,
were it not for the alarming situation of America.
At one period of the congressional history, they had the
power to trample on the states. When they had that fund
of paper money in their hands, and could carry on all their
measures without any dependence on the states, was there
any disposition to debase the state governments ? All that
municipal authority which was necessary to carry on the
administration of the government, they still retained unimpaired. There was no attempt to diminish it.
I am led, by what fell t?om my honorable friend yesterday,
to take this supposed combination in another view. Is it
supposed that the influence of the general government will
facilitate a combination between the members ? Is it supposed that it will preponderate against that of the state
governments ? The means of influence consist in having
the disposal of gifts and emoluments, and in the number of
rsons employed by and dependent upon a government.
ill any gentleman compare the number of persons which
will be employed in the general government with the number of those which will be in the state governments ? The
number of dependants upon the state governments will be
infinitely greater than those on the general government. I
may say, with truth, that there never was a more economical government in any age or country, nor which will require
fewer hands, or give less influence.
Let us compare the members composing the legislative,
executive, and .judicial powers, in the general .government,
with these in the states, and let us take into view the vast
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number of persons employed in the states: from the chmt
oflieers to the lowest, we shall find the scale preponderating
so much in favor of the states, that, while so many persons
are attached to them, it will be impossible to turn the balance against them.
There will be an irresistible bias
towards the state governments.
Consider the number of militia officers, the number of
justices of the peace, the number of the members of the
legislatures, and all the various officers for districts, towns,
and corporationsall intermixing with, and residing among,
the people at large.
While this part of the community retain their affection to the state governments, I conceive
that the fact will be, that the state governments, and not
the general government, will preponderate.
It cannot be
contradicted that they have more extensive means of influence. I have my fears as well as the honorable gentleman ;
but my fears are on the other side. Experience, 1 think,
will prove (though there be..no infallible proof of it here)
that the powerful and prevmhng influence of the states will
produce such attention to local considerations as will be inconsistent with the advancement of the interest of the Union.
But I choose rather to indulge my hopes than fears, because
I flatter myself, if inconveniences should result from it, that
the clause which provides amendments will remedy them.
The combination of powers vested in those persons would
seem conclusive in favor of the states.
The powers of the general government relate to external
objects, and are but few. But the powers in the states relate to those great objects which immediately concern the
prosperity of the people.
Let us observe, also, that the
powers in the general government are those which will be
exercised mostly in time of war, while those of the state
governments will be exercised in time of peace.
But I
hope the time of war will be little, compared to that of
peace. I should not complete the view which ought to be
taken of this subject, without making this additional remark,
--that the powers vested in the proposed government are
not so much an augmentation of powers in the general government, as a change rendered necessary tbr the purpose of
giving efficacy to those which were vested in it before.
It
cannot escape any gentlem._n that this power, in theory,
exists in the Confederation as fully as in this Constitution.
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The, _nly difference is this--that
now they tax states, and
by tills plan they will tax individuals.
There is no theoretic
difference between the two. But in _practice there will be
an infinite difference between them. The one is an ineffectual. power ; the other is adequate to the purpose for which
it m gwen.
This change was necessary for the public
safety.
Let us suppose, for a moment, that the acts of Congress
requiring money from the states had been as effectual as the
paper on the table; suppose all the laws of Congress had
complete compliance; will any gentleman say that, as t_r
as we can .judge from past experience, the state governments would have been debased, and all consolidated and
incorlaorated in one system ? My imagination cannot reach
it. I conceive that, had those acts that effect which all
laws ought to have, the states would have retained their
sovereignty.
h seems to be supposed that it will introduce new expenses and burdens on the people.
I believe it is not
necessary here to make a comparison between the expenses
of the present and of the proposed government.
All agree
that the general government ought to have power for the
regulation of commerce.
I will venture to say that very
great improvements, and very economical regulations_ will
be made.
It will be a principal object to guard against
smuggling, and such other attacks on the revenue as other
nations are subject to. We are now obliged to defend
a_ainst those lawless attempts ; but, from the interfering regul-ations of different states, with little success.
There are
regulations in different states which are unfavorable to the
inhabitants of other states, and which militate against the
revenue.
New York levies money from New Jersey by her
imposts.
In New Jersey, instead of co6perating with New
York, the legislature favors violations on her regulations.
This will not be the case when uniform regulations will be
made.
Requisitions, though ineffectual, are unfriendly to economy. When requisitions are suhmitted to the states, there
are near two thousand five hundred or three thousand persons deliberating
on the mode of payment.
All these,
during their deliberation, receive public pay. A great proportion of every session, in every state, is employed to
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consider whether they will pay at all, and in what mode.
Let us suppose fifteen hundred persons are deliberating on
this subject. Let any one make a calculation:it
will be
found that a very few days of their deliberation will consume
more of the public money than one year of that general
legislature.
This is not all, Mr. Chairman.
When general
powe,'s will be vested in the general government, there will
be less of that mutability which is seen in the legislation of
the states.
The consequence will be a great saving of expense and time.
There isanother great advantage, which I
will but barely mention.
The greatest calamity to which
the United States can be subject is a vicissitude of laws,
and continual shifting and changing fi'om one ob}ect to
another--which
must expose the people to various inconveniences. This has a certain effect, of which sagacious men
always have made, andalways will make, an advantage. From
whom is advantage made? From the industrious farmers
and tradesmen who are ignorant of the means of making
such advantages.
The people will not be exposed to these
inconveniences under a uniform and steady course of legislation. But they have been so heretotbre.
The history of
taxation in this country is so fully and well known to every
member of this committee, that I shall say no more of it.
We have hitherto discussed the subject very irregularly.
1
dare not dictate to any gentleman, but I hope we shall pursue that mode of going through the business which the house,
resolved.
With respect to a great variety of arguments
made use of, I mean to take notice of them when we come
to those parts of the Constitution to which they apply.
If
we exchange this mode for the regular way of proceeding,
we can fimsh it better in one week than one month.
[A desultoryconversation arose concerning the mode of diseussion.]
Mr. HENRY declared it as his opinion, that the best mode
was to discuss it at large ; that the gentlemen on the other
side had done so, as well as those of his side ; and he hoped
that every gentleman would consider himself at liberty to go
,nto the subject fhlly, because he thought it is the best way
to elucidate it.
Mr. MADISON
wished not to exclude any light that
could be cast on the subiect.
He declared that he would be
the last man that would obiect to the fiJIlest investigation;
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but, at Lhesame time, he thought it would be more eluodated
by a re._ular pgro ressive discussion, than. yb that unconnected, irregular method which they had hitherto pursued.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman,
gentlemen
will be pleased to consider that, on so important a subject as
this, it is impossible, in the nature of things, to avoid
arguing more at large than is usual.
You will allow that I
have not taken up a great part of your time. But as gentlemen have indulged themselves in entering at large into
the subject, I hope to be permitted to follow them, and
answer their observations.
The worthy member, (Mr. Nicholas,) at a very early day,
gave us an accurate detail of the representation
of the
people in Britain, and of the rights of the king of Britain ;
and illustrated
his observations by a quotation fi'om Dr.
Price.
Gentlemen
will please to take notice that those
arguments relate to a single government, and that they
are not applicable to this case. However applicable they
may be to such a government as that of Great Britain, it
will be entirely inapplicable to such a government as ours.
The gentleman, in drawing a comparison between the representation of the people in the House of Commons, in England, and the representation in the government now proposed
to us, has been pleased to express his approbation in favor
of the American government.
Let us examine.
I think
that there are about 550 members in the English House of
Commons.
The people of Britain have a representation in
Parliament of 550 members, who intimately mingle with all
classes of the people, feeling and knowing their circumstances.
In the proposed American government--in
a
country perhaps ten times more extensivewe are to have
a representation of sixty-five, who, from the nature of the
government, cannot possibly be mingled with the different
classes of the people, nor have a fellow-feeling for them.
They must tbrm an aristocracy, and will not regard the
interest of the people.
Experience tells us that men pay
most regard to those whose rank and situation are similar to
their own.
In the course of the investigation, the gentleman mentioned the bribery and corruption of Parliament,
and drew a conclusion the very reverse of what I should
have formed on the subject.
He said, if I recollect rightly
tllat the American representation
is more secured against
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bribery and corruption, than the English Parliament.
Are
sixty-five better than five hundred and fifty ? Briber.} and
corruption, in my opinion, will be practised in America more
than in England, in proportion as five hundred and fifty ex-.
teed sixty-five; and there will be less integrity and probity
in proportion as sixty-five is less than five hundred and fifty
From what source is the bribery practised in the British Parliament derived ? I think the principal source is the distribution of places, offices, and posts. Will any gentleman
deny this ? Give me leave, on this occasion, to recur to that
clause of the Constitution which speaks of restraint, and has
the appearance
of restraining
from corruption, &c., but
which, when examined, will be tbund to be no restraint at
all. The clause runs thus: " No senator or representative
shall, during the time for which he was elected, be appointed
to any civil office, under the authority of the United States,
which shall have been created, or the emoluments whereof
shall have been increased, during such time; and no person
holdiag any office under the United States shall be a member
of either house during his continuance in office."
Thisappears to me to be no restraint at all. It is to be observed that
this restraint only extends to civil offices.
But l will not examine whether it be a proper distinction
or not. What i._the restraint as to civil offices ? Only that
they shall not be appointed to offices which shall have been
created, or the emoluments whereof shall have been increased,
during the time for which they shall have been elected.
They may be appointed to existing offices, if the emoluments
be not increased during the time tbr which they were elected.
[Here Mr.Masonspoke too low to be heard.]
Thus, after the government is set in motion, the restraint
will be gone.
They may appoint what number of officers
they please.
They may send ambassadors to every part of
E_rope.
Here is, sir, I think, as wide a door fi_r corruption
as in any government in Europe.
There is the same inducement for corruption, there is the same room for it, in this
government, which they have in the British government ; and
,n proportion as the number is smaller, corruption will be
greater.
That unconditional
power of taxation which is given to
that government cannot but oppress the people.
If, instead
_f this, a conditional power of taxation be given, in case of

DEBATES.

IMAson

refusal to comply with requisitions, the same end will be
answered with convenience to the people.
This will not
lessen the power of Congress;
we do not want to lessen
the power of Congr_,ss unnecessarily.
This will produce
moderation in the demand, and will pre.vent the ruitlous
exercise of that power by those who know not our situation. We shall then have that mode of taxation which is
the most easy, and least oppressive to the people, because
it will be exercised by those who are acquainted with their
condition and <-ircumstances.
This, sir, is the great object
we wish to secure -- that our people should be taxed by those
who have a fellow-feelin_ for them.
I think I can venture
to assert that the gel_eral government will lay such taxes as
are the easiest and the most productive in the collection.
This is natural and probable.
e,_
•
For example, they may la y a poll tax.
Ihts• •is simply
and
easily collected, but is of all taxes the most grievous.
Why
the most grievous?
Because it falls light on the rich, and
heavy on the poor. It is most oppressive : for if the rich
man is taxed, he can only retrench his superfluities; but the
consequence to the poor man is, that it increases his miseries.
That they will lay the most simple taxes, and such as are
easiest to collect, is highly probable, nay, almost absolutely
certain.
I shalr take the liberty, on this occasion, to read
you a letter, which will show, at least as far as opinion _oes,
what sort ot" taxes will be most probably laid on us, if we
adopt this Constitution.
It was the opinion of a gentleman
of intbrmation.
It will in some degree establish the fallacy
of those reports which have been circulated through the
country, and which induced a great many pool', ignorant peop.le to believe that the taxes were to be lessened by the adoption of the proposed government.
[Here Mr. Mason read a letter from Mr. Robert Morris,financierof the
United States, to Congress, wherein he spoke of the proprietyof laying
the followingtaxes for the use of the United States ; viz., six shillingson
everyhundred acres of land, *ix shillings t_erDoll,and ninet_eneeper _al.Ion on allspirituous liquors distilled in the country. Mr. Mason declared
that he did not mean to make the smallest reflection on Mr. Morris, but
introduced his letter to show what taxes wouldprobablybe laid.]
He then continued:
This will at least show that such
taxes were in agitation, and were strongly advocated by a
considerable part of Congress.
I have read this letter to
show that they will lay taxes most easy to be collected,
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without any regard to our convenience ; so that, instead of
amusing ourselves with a diminution of our taxes, we may
rest assured that they will be increased.
But my principal
reason for introducing it was, to show that taxes would be
laid by those who are not acquainted with our situation, and
that the agents of the collection may be consulted upon tile
most productive and simple mode of taxation.
The gentleman who wrote this letter had more information on this subject
than we have ; but"this will show gentlemen that we are not to
be eased of taxes. Any of those taxes which have been pointed
out by this financier as the most eligible, will be ruinous and
unequal, and will be particularly oppressive, on the poorest
part of the people.
As to a poll tax, I have already spoken of its iniquitous
operation, and need not say much of it, because it is so generelly disliked in this state, that we were obliged to abolish
it last year. As to a land tax, it will operate most unequally.
The man who has one hundred acres of the richest land will
pay as little as a man who has one hundred acres of the
poorest land. Near Philadelphia, or Boston, an acre of land
is worth one hundred pounds; yet the possessor of it will
pay no more than the man with us whose land is hardly
worth twenty shillings an acre. Some landholders in this
state will have to pay twenty times as much as will be paid
for all the land on which Philadelphia stands; and as to
excise, this will carry the exciseman to every farme,"s house,
who distils a little brandy, where he may search and ransack
as he pleases.
These I mention as specimens of the kind
of tax which is to be laid upon us by those who have no information of our situation, and by a government where the
wealthy only are represented.
It is urged that no new
power is given up to the general government, and that tile
Confederation had those powers before. That system derived its power from the state governments.
When the
people of Virginia tbrmed their government, they reserved
certain great powers in the bill of rights.
They would not
trust their own citizens, who had a similarity of interest with
themselves, and who had frequent and intimate communication with them.
They would not trust their own fellowcitizens, I say, with the exercise of those great powers
reserved in the bill of rights.
Do we not, by this system,
give up a .great part of the rights, reserved by the bill of
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rights, tJ_those who have no fellow-feeling for the p¢ople
to a go,,ernment where the representatives will have no
communication with the people ? I say, then, there are
great and important powers, which were not transferred to
the state government, given up to the _eneral government
by this Constitution.
Let us advert to the 6th article,
h expressly declares,
that " this Constitution, and the laws of the United States
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land, and the
judges in every state shall be bound thereby; any thing in
the Constitution or laws of any state to the contrary notwithstanding."
Now, sir, if the laws and Constitution of
the general government, as expressly said, be paramou_:t to
those of any state, are not those rights with which we were
afraid to trust our own citizens annulled and given up to the
general gocernment ? The bill of rights is a part of our
own Constitution.
The judges are obliged to take notice
of the laws of the general government; consequently, the
rights secured by our bill of rights are given up. If they
are not given up, where are they secured ? By implication !
Let gentlemen show that they are secured in a plain, direct,
unequivocal manner.
It is not in their power. Then where
is the security ? Where is the barrier drawn between the
government and the rights of the citizens, as secured in om
own state government ? These rights are given up in that
paper; but I trust that this Convention will never give them
up, but will take pains to secure them to the latest posterits..'.
If a check be necessary in our own state government, it is
much more so in a government where our representatives
are to be at the distance of a thousand miles from us, without any responsibility.
I said, the other day, that they could not have sufficient
information.
I was asked how the legislature of Virginia
_IOh
t their information.
The answer is easy and obvious.
ey get it from one hundred and sixty representatives.
dispersed through all parts of the country.
In this government how do they get it ? Instead of one hundred and sixty.
there are but ten _ chosen, if not wholly, yet mostly, from
the higher order of the people _ from the great, the wealthy
the well-born _ the well-born, Mr. Chairman, that aristo-
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cratie idol -- that flattering idea-- that exotic plant which
has been lately imported from the ports of Great Britain,
and planted in the luxurious soil of this country.
In the course of the investigation, much praise has been
lavished upon the article which fixes the number of representatives.
It only says that the proportion shall not e.zteed one for every thirty thousand.
The worthy gentleman says that the number must be
increased, because representation and taxation are in proportion, and that one cannot be increased without increasing
the other, nor decreased without decreasing the other.
Let
us examine the weight of this argument.
If the proportion
of each state equally and ratably diminishes, the words of
the Constitution will be as much satisfied as if it had been
increased in the same manner, without any reduction of the
taxes. Let us illustrate it familiarly. Virginia has ten representatives; Maryland has six. Virginia will have to pay
a sum in proportion, greater than Maryland, as tell to six.
Suppose Virginia reduced to five, and Maryland to three.
The relative proportion of money, paid by each, will be the"
same as before ; and yet the honorable gentleman said, that,
if this did not convince us, he would give up. I am one of
those unhappy men who cannot be amused with assertions.
A man from the dead might frighten me; but I am sure that
he could not convince me without using better arguments
than I have yet heard.
The same gentleman showed us that, though the Northern
States had a most decided majority against us, yet the increase of population among us would, iu the course of years,
change it in our favor.
A very sound argument indeed, that
we should cheerfully burn ourselves to death ia hopes of
a joyful and happy resurrection!
The very worthy gendeman who presides was pleased to
tell us that there Was no interference between the legislation
of the general government and that of the state legislatures.
Pardon me if I show the contrary.
In the important instance of taxation there is a palpable interference.
Suppose
a poll tax : the general government can lay a poll tax ; the
state le.gislatures can do the same _ can lay it on the same
man, and at the same time ; and yet it is said there can be
no interference.
My honorable colleague in the late federal Convention, in
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answer to another gentleman, who had said that the annals
of mankind could afford no instance of rulers giving up
power, has told us that eight states had adopted the Constitution, and that this was a relinquishment or"power.
Ought
this example to have any weight with us?
If that relinquishment was imprudent, shall we imitate it?
I will
venture to assert that, out of a thousand instances where the
people precipitately
and unguardedly
relinquished
their
power, there has not been one instance of a voluntary
surrender of it back by rulers.
He afterwards said, that
freedom at home and respectability abroad would be ttle
consequence of the adoption of this government, and that
we cannot exist without its adoption.
Highly as I esteem
that gentleman, highly as I esteem his historical knowledge,
I am obliged to deny his assertions.
If this government will endanger our liberties in its present state, its adoption will not promote our happiness at
home.
The people of this country are as independent,
happy, and respectable, as those of any country.
France is
the most powerful and respectable nation on earth.
Would
the planters of this country change their shoes for the wooden
shoes of the peasants of France?
Perhaps Russia is tht.
next greatest power in Europe.
Would we change situation
with the people of Russia ? We have heard a great deal of
Holland.
Some have called its government a democracy;
others have called it an aristocracy.
It is well known to be
a republic.
It has arisen to uncommon power and wealth.
Compared to its neighboring countries, its fortune has been
surprising.
[Here Mr. Mason made a quotation,showing the comparativeflourishing conditionof the inhabitants of Holland,even a fewyears after theyhad
shaken off the Spanish yoke; that plenty and contentment were to be
every where seen,the peasants wellclothed, provisionsplenty, their furniture and domesticutensilsin abundance, and their lands well stocked;
that, on the contrary, the people of Spain were in a poor and miserable
condition, in want of every thing of which the people of I-Iollandenjoyed
the greatest abundanee.]
Mr. Mason then continued: As this was within alew
years after the Spanish revolution, this striking contrast
could be owing to no other cause than the liberty which
they enjoyed under their government.
Here behold the ditference between a powerful, great consolidation, and a confederacy.
They tell us that, if we be powerful and respeeta-
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ble abroad, we shall have liberty and happiness at home.
Let us secure that liberty, that happiness, first, and we shall
then be respectable.
I have some acquaintance with a great many characters
who favor this government, their connections, their conduct,
their political principles, and a number of other circum
stances. There are a great many wise and good men among
them. But when I look round the number of my acquaintance in Virginia, the country wherein I was born, and have
lived so many years, and observe who are the warmest and
the most zealous friends to this new government, it makes
me think of the story of the eat transformed into a fine lady :
forgetting her transformation, and happening to see a rat,
she could not restrain herself, but sprang upon it out of the
chair.
He (Governor Randolph)dwelt
largely on the necessity
of the union. A great many others have enlarged on this
subject. Foreigners would suppose, from the declamation
about union, that there was a great dislike in America to
any general American government.
I have never, in my
whole life, heard one single man deny the necessity and
propriety of the union. This necessity is deeply impressed
on every American mind. There can be no danger of any
object being lost when the mind of every man in the country is strongly attached to it. But I hope that it is not to
the name, but to the blessings of union, that we are attached.
Those gentlemen who are loudest in their praises of the
name, are not more attached to the reality than I am. The
security of our liberty and happiness is the ol_ect we ought
to have in view in wishing to establish the union. If, instead
of securing these, we endanger them, the name of union will
be but a trivial consolation.
If the objections be removed,
if those parts which are clearly subversive of our rights be
altered, no man will go farther than I will to advance the
union. We are told, in strong language, of dangers to
which we will be exposed unless we adopt this Constitution.
Among the rest, domestic safety is said to be in danger.
This government does not intend our domestic safety.
It
authorizes the importation of slaves for twenty-odd years,
and thus continues upon us that nefarious trade. Instead of
securing and protecting us, the continuation of this detestab!e traae adds daily to our weakness.
Though this evil k,_
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increasing, there is no clause in the Constitution that will
prevent the Northern and Eastern States fi'om meddling
with our whole property of that kind.
There is a clause to
prohibit the importation of slaves after twenty years; but
there is no provision made for securing to the Southern
States those they now possess.
It is far fi'om being a desirable property; but it will involve us in great difficulties
and infelicity to be now deprived of them.
There ought to
be a clause in the Constitution to secure us that property,
which we ha.re acquired under our former laws, and the loss
of which would bring ruin on a great many people.
MJryland and the Potomac have been mentioned.
I have
had some little means of being acquainted with that subject,
having been one of the commissioners who made the compact with Maryland.
There is no cause of fear on that
ground.
Maryiand, says the gentleman, has a right to the
navigation of the Potomac.
This is a right which she never
exercised.
Maryland was pleased with what she had in
return for a rig[It which she never exercised.
Every shi 1,
which comes within the state of Maryland, except some
small boats, must come within our country.
Maryland was
very glad to get what she got by this compact, for she considered it as next to getting it without any compensation on
her part.
She considered it, at least, as next to a quid
pro quo.
The back land, he says, is another source of danger.
Another day will show that, if that Constitution is adopted
without amendments, there are twenty thousand families of
good citizens in the north-west distr(ct, between the Alleghany Mountains and the Blue Ridge, who will run the risk
of being driven from their lands.
They will be ousted fiom
them by the Indiana Company-by the survivors--although
their right and titles have been coniirmed by the Assembly
of our own state.
I will pursue it no farther now, but take
an opportunity to consider it another time.
The alarming magnitude of our debts is urged as a rcaso,
for our adoption.
And shall we, because involved in debts,
take less care of our rights and liberties ? Shall we aban
don them because we owe money which we cannot immediately pay ? Will this system enable us to pay our debts and
lessen our difficulties ? Perhaps the new government pos
sesses some secret, SO:he powerful means of turning every
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thing to gold. It has been called by one gentleman tile
philosopher's stone.
Tile comparison was a pointed one,
at least in this, that, on the subject of producing gold, they
will be both equally delusive and fallacious. The one will
be as inapplicable as the other. The dissolution of the
Union, the dangers of separate confederacies, and the quarrels of borderers, have been enlarged upon to persuade us
to embrace this government.
My honorable colleague in the late Convention seems to
raise phantoms, and to show a singular skill in exorcisms, to
terrify and compel us to take the new government, with all
its sins and dangers.
I know that he once saw as great
danger in it as I do. What has happened since to alter his
opinion ? If any thing, I know it not. But the Virginia
legislature has occasioned it, by postponing the matter.
The Convention had met in June, instead of March or April.
The liberty or misery of millions yet unborn are deeply concerned in our decision.
When this is the case, I cannot
imagine that the short period between the last of September and first of June ought to make any difference.
The
union between England and Scotland has been strongly instanced by the honorable gentleman to prove the necessity
of our acceding to this i_ew government.
He must know
that the act of union secured the rights of the Scotch nation.
The rights and privileges of the people of Scotland are expressly secured.
We wish only our rights to be secured.
We must have such amendments as will secure the liberties
and happiness of the people on a plain, simple construction,
not on a doubtful ground. We wish to give the government
sufficient energy, on real republican principles ; but we wish
to withhold such powers as are not absolutely necessary in
themselves, but are extremely dangerous.
We wish to shut
the door against corruption in that place where it is most
dangerous uto
secure against the corruption of our own
representatives.
We ask such amendments as will point out
what powers are reserved to the state governments, and
clearly discriminate be.tween them and those which are given
to the general government, so as to prevent future disputes
and clashing of interests.
Grant us amendments like these,
and we will cheerfully, with our hands and hearts, unite
with those who advocate it, and we will do every thing we
can to support and carry it into execution.
Bt_t i_ its pres
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ent form we never can accede to it. Our duty to God and
to our posterity forbids it. We acknowledge the defects of
the Confederation, and the necessity of a reform.
We ardentl.y wish for a union with our sister states, on terms of
sectmty.
This I am bold to declare is the desire of most
of the people.
On these terms we will most cheerfully.join
with the warmest friends of this Constitution.
On another
occasion I shah point out the great dangers of this Constitution, and the amendments which are necessary.
I will
likewise endeavor to show that amendments after ratification
are delusive and fallacious--perhaps
utterly impracticable.
Mr. LEE (of Westmoreland) strongly urged the propriety
of adhering to the resolution of the house, of debating the
subject regularly; that the irregular and disorderly manner
in which gentlemen had hitherto proceeded was unfriendly
to a rational and just decision, tended to protract time unnecessarily, and interfered with the private concerns of
gentlemen.
He then proceeded:
I waited some time in hopes that
some gentleman on the same side of the question would rise.
I hope that I may take the liberty of making a few remarks
on what fell from the honorable gentleman last up. He has
endeavored to draw our attention from the merits of the
question by .jocose observations and satirical allusions.
He
ought to know that ridicule is not the test of truth.
Does
he imagine that he who can raise the loudest laugh is the
soundest reasoner?
Sir, the .judgments, and not the risilfility, of gentlemen, are to be consulted.
Had the gentleman followed that rule which he himself proposed, he would
not have shown the letter of a private gentleman, who, in
times of difficulty, had offered his opinion respecting the
mode in which it would be most expedient to raise the publie funds.
Does it follow, siuee a private individual proposed such a scheme of taxation, that the new government
will adopt it ? But the same principle has also governed
the gentleman when he mentions the expressions of another
private gentleman--the
well-born; that our federal representatives are to be chosen from the higher orders of the
people--from
the well-born.
Is there a single expression
like this in the Constitution ? Every man who is entitled
to vote for a member of our own stale legislature, will have
a right to vote for a member in the House of Representa-
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tires in the general government. In both cases the confidence of the people alone can procure an election. This
insinuation is totally unwarrantalfle. Is it proper that the
Constitution should be thus attacked with the opinions of
ever)"private gentleman ? I hope we shall hear no more of
such groundless aspersions. Raising a laugh, sir, will not
prove the merits, nor expose the defects, of this system.
The honorable gentleman abominates it, because it does
not prohibit the importation of slaves, and because it does
not secure the continuance of the existing slavery! Is it not
obviously inconsistent to criminate it for two contradictory
reasons? I submit it to the consideration of the gentlemen,
whether, if it be reprehensible in the one case, it can be.
censurable in the other. Mr. Lee then concluded by earn.
estly recommendin_ to the committee to proceed regularly.
Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I must make a few
observations on this subject; and, if my arguments are
desultory, I hope I shall stand justified by the bad example
which has been set me, and the necessity I am under of following my opponents through all their various recesses. I
do not in the smallest degree blame the conduct of the gentlemen who represented this state in the general Convention.
I believe that they endeavored to do all the good to this
commonwealthwhich was in their power, and that all the
memberswho formed that Convention did every thing within
the compass of their abilities to procure the best terms for
their particular states. That they did not do more for the
general good of America, is perhaps a misfortune. They
are entitled, however, to our thanks and those of the people.
Although 1 do not approve of the result of their deliberations, 1 do not criminate or suspect the principles on which
they acted. I desire that what 1 may say may not be improperly applied.
I make no allusions to any gentleman
whatever.
I do not pretend to say that the present Confederation is
not defective. Its detects have been actually experienced.
But I am afraid that they cannot be removed. It has defects
arising from reasons which are inseparable from the nature
of such governments, and which cannot be removed but by
death. All such governments, that ever existed, have uniformly produced this consequence _ that particular interests
have been consulted, and the general good, to which all
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wishes o_ght to be directed, has been neglected. But the
particular disordersof Virginia ought not to be attributed to
the Confederation. I was concerned to hear the local affdirs
of Virginia mentioned. If these make impressions on the
minds of the gentlemen, why did not the Convention provide for the removing the evils of the government of Virginia ? If I am right, the states, with respect to their internal
affairs, are left precisely as trefore, except in a few instances.
Of course, the judiciary, should this government be adopted,
would not be improved; the state government would be in
this respect nearly the same ; and the Assembly may, without
judge or jury, hang as many men as they may think proper
to sacrifice to the good of the public. Our judiciary has
been certainly improved in some respects since the revolution. The proceedings of our courts are not, at least, as
rapid as they were under the royal government.
[HereMr.Graysonmentioneda particularcausewhichhad beenthirtyone yearson the docket.]
The adoption of this government will not meliorate our
own particular system. I beg leave to consider the circumstances of the Union antecedent to the meeting of the Convention at Philadelphia. We have been told of phanloms
and ideal dangers to lead us into measures which will, in my
opinion, he the ruin of our country. If the existence of those
dangers cannot be proved, if there be no apprehension of
wars, if there be no rumors of wars, it will place the subject
in a different light, and plainly evince to the world that
there cannot be any reason for adopting measures which we
apprehend to be ruinous and destructive. When this state
proposed that the general government should be improved,
Mass_mhusetts was.just recovered fi'om a rebellion which had
brought the republic.to the brink of destructions from a
rebellion which was crushed by that federal government
which is now so much contemned and abhorred : a vote of
that august body for fifteen hundred men, aided by the exertions of the state, silenced all opposition, and shortly restored the public tranquillity. Massachusetts was satisfied
that these internal commotions were so happily settled, and
was unwilling, to risk any similar distresses by theoretic experiments. Were the Eastern States willing to enter into
this measure _ Were they willing to accede to the pro-
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posal of Virginia ? In what manner was it received ? Co.
neeticut revolted at the idea. The Eastern
States, sir,
were unwilling to recommend a meeting of a convention.
They were well aware of the dangers of revolutions and
changes.
Why was every effort used, and such uncommon
pains taken, to bring it about ? This would have been unnecessary, had it been approved of by" the people. Was
Pennsyh'ania disposed for the reception of this project of reformation?
No, sir. She was even unwilling to amend her
revenue laws, so as to make the five per centum operatiw;
She was satisfied with things as they were.
There was no
complaint, that ever I heard of, li'om any other part of the
Union, except Virginia. This being the case among ourselves,
what dangers were there to be apprehended from foreign
nations?
It will be easily shown that dangers from that
quarter were absolutely imaginary.
Was not France friendlv ? Unequivocally so. She was devising new regulations
of commerce for our advantage.
Did she harass us with
applications for her money ? Is it likely that France wilt
quarrel with us ? Is it not reasonable to suppose that she
will be more desirous than eve," to cling, after losing the
Dutch republic, to her best ally ? How are the Dutch ? We
owe them money, it is true ; and are they not willing that
we should owe them more?
Mr. Adams applied to them
for a new loan to the poor, despised Confederation.
They
readily granted it. The Dutch have a fellow-feeling tbr us.
They were in the same situation with ourselves.
t believe that the money which the Dutch borrowed of
Henry IV. is not yet paid.
How did they pass Queen Elizabeth's loan ? At a very considerable discount.
They took
advantage of the weakness and necessities of James l., and
made their own terms with that contemptible
monarch.
Loans from nations are not like loans from private men.
Nations lend money, and grant assistance, to one another,
from views of national interest.
France was willing to pluck
the fairest feather out of the British crown.
This was her
object in aiding us. She will not quarrel with us on peeu.
niary considerations.
Congress considered it in this point
of view; for when a proposition was made to make it a debt
of private persons, it was rejected without hesitation.
That
respectable body wisely considered, that, while we remahled
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their debtors in so considerable a degree, they would not be
inattentive to our interesL
With respect to Spain, she is fi'iendly in a high degree.
I wish to know by whose interposition was the treaty with
Morocco made. Was it not by that of the king of Spain?
Several predatory nations disturbed us, on going into the
Mediterranean : the influence of Charles III. at the Barhary
court, and four thousand pounds, procured as good a treaty
with Morocco as could be expected.
But I acknowledge it
is not of any consequence, since the Algerines and people
of Tunis have not entered into similar measures.
We have
nothing to fear from Spain ; and, were she hostile, she could
never be formidable to this country.
Her strength is so
scattered, that she never can be dangerous to us either in
peace or war.
As to Portugal, we have a treaty with her, which may
be very advantageous, though it be not yet ratified.
The domestic debt is diminished by considerable sales of
western lands'to Cutler, Sergeant, and Company ; to Simms;
and to Royal, Flint, and Company.
The board of treasury
Is authorized to sell in Europe, or any where else, the residue of those lands.
An act of Congress has passed, to adjust the public debts
between the individual states and the United States.
Was our trade in a despicable situation ? I shall say nothing of what did not come under my own observation.
When
I was in Congress, sixteen vessels had had sea letters in the
East India trade, and two hundred vessels entered and
cleared out, in the French West India Islands, in one year.
I must confess that public credit has suffered, and that
our public creditors have been ill used. This was owing to
a fault at the head-quarters,--to
Conzress themselves, -- in
not apportioning the debts on the different states, and in
not selling the western lands at an earlier period.
If requisitions have not been complied with, it must be owing to
Congress, who might have put the unpopular debts on the
back lands.
Commutation is abhorrent to New England
ideas.
Speculation is abhorrent to the Eastern
States.
Those inconveniences have resulted from the bad policy of
Congress.
There are certain modes of governing the people which
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will succeed.
There are others which will not. The idea
of consolidation is abhorrent to the people of this country
How were the sentiments of the people before the meeuag
of the Convention at Philadelphia ? They had only one obJthect
in view. Their ideas reached no farther than to give
e general government the five per centum impost, and the
regulation of trade. When it was agitated in Congress, in
a committee of the whole, this was all that was asked, ol
was deemed necessary.
Since that period, their views have
extended much farther.
Horrors have been greatly magni
fled since the rising of the Convention.
We are now told by the honorable gentleman (Governor
Randolph) that we shall have wars and rumors of wars, that
every calamity is to attend us, and that we shall be ruined
and disunited forever, unless we adopt this Constitution.
Pennsylvania and Maryland are to fall upon us from the
north, like the Goths and Vandals of old; the Algerines,
whose flat-sided vessels never came farther than Madeira,
are to fill the Chesapeake with mighty fleets, and to attack
us on our front ; the lndians are to invade us with numerous
armies on our rear, in order to convert our cleared lands
into hu.ntiug-grounds; and the Carolinians, from the south,
(mounted on alligators, I presume,) are to come and destroy
our cornfields, and eat up our little children!
These, sir,
are the mighty dangers which await us if we reject--dangers which are merelv imaginary, and ludicrous in the
extreme ! Are we to ]Je destroyed by Maryland and Pennsylvania?
What will democratic states make war for, and
how long since have they imbibed a hostile spirit ?
But the generality are to attack us. Will they attack us
after violating their faith in the first Union ? Will they not
violate their faith if they do not take us into their confederacy ? Have they not agreed, by the old Confederation, that
the Union shall be perpetual, and that no alteration should
take place without the consent of Congress, and the confirmation of the legislatures of every state ? I cannot think
that there is such depravity in mankind as that, after violating public faith so flagrantly, they should make war upon us,
also, for not following their example.
The large states have divided the back lands among themselves, and have given as much as they thought proper to
the generality.
For the fear of disunion, we are told that
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we ought to take measures wlfich we otherwise should not.
Disunion is impossible.
The Eastern States hold the fisheries, which are their cornfields, by a hair. They have a
dispute with the British government about their limits at this
moment.
Is not a general and strong government necessary
for their interest ? If ever nations had inducements to peace,
the Eastern States now have. New York and Pennsylvania
anxiously look forward for the fur trade. How can they
obtain it but by union ? Can tile western posts be got or
retained without union ? How are the little states inclined ?
They are not likely to disunite.
Their weakness will prevent them from quarrelling.
Little men are seldom fond of
quarrelling among giants. Is there not a strong inducement
to union, while the British are on one side and the Spaniards
on the other ? Thank Heaven, we have a Carthage of our
own !
But we are told that, if we do not embrace the present
moment, we are lost forever.
Is there no difference between
productive states and carrying states ? If we hold out, will
not the tobacco trade enable us to make terms with the carrying states ? ls there nothing in a similarity of laws, religion, language, and manners ? Do not these, and the intercourse and intermarriage between the people of the different
states, invite them in the strongest manner to union ?
But what would I do on the present occasion to remedy
the existing, defects of the present Confederation ? There
are two opmmns prevailing in the world_
the one, that
mankind can only be governed by force; the other, that
they are capable of fi'eedom and a good government.
Under
a supposition that mankind can govern themselves, I would
recommend that the present Confederation should be amended.
Give Congress the regulation of commerce.
Infilse
new strength and spirit into the state governments;
for,
when the component parts are strong, it will give energy to
the government, although it be otherwise weak.
This may
be proved by the union of Utrecht.
Apportion the public debts in such a manner as to throw
the unpopular ones on the back lands.
Call only for requisitions for the foreign interest, and aid them by loans.
Keep on so till the American character be marl_ed with some
certain features.
We are yet too young to know what we
are fit for. The continual migration of people from Europe,
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and the settlement of new countries on our western frontiers,
are strong arguments against making new experiments now
in government.
When these things are removed, we calJ
with greater prospect of success, devise changes.
We ought
to consider, as Montesquieu says, whether the construction
of the government be suitable to the genius and disposition
of the people, as well as a variety of other circumstances.
But if this position be not true, and men can only be governed by force, then be as gentle as possible.
What, then,
would I do ? I would not take the British monarchy tbr my
model. We have not materials for such a government in
this country, although I will be bold to say, that it is one of
the governments in the world by which liberty and property
are best secured.
But I would adopt the following government.
I would have a President for life, choosing his sue
cessor at the same time; a Senate for liib, with the powers
of the House of Lords; and a triennial House of Representatives, with the powers of the House of Commons in
England.
By having such a President, we should have more independence and energy in the executive, and not be encumbered with the expense, be., of a court and an hereditary
prince and family.
By such a Senate, we should have more
stability in the laws, without having an odious hereditary
aristocracy.
By the other branch, we should be fully and
fairly represented.
If, sir, we are to be consolidated at all,
we ought to be fully represented,
and governed with sufficient energy, according to numhers, in both houses.
I admit that coercion is necessary in every government in
some degree; that it is manifestly wanting in our present
government, and that the want of it has ruined many nations. But I should be glad to know what great degree of
coercion is in this Constitution, more than in the old.government, if the states will refuse to comply with requisitions,
and they can only be compelled by means of an army.
Suppose the people will not pay the taxes; is not the sword
to be then employed ? The difference is this mthat,
by
this Constitution, the sword is employed against individuals.
by the other, it is employed against the states, which is more
honorable. Suppose a general resistance to pay taxes in
_u,_ha state as Massachusetts ; will it not be precisely the
same thing a,_ a non-compliance with requisitions
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Will this Constitution remedy the fatal inconveniences oi
the clashing state interests?
Will not every member that
goes from Virginia be actuated by state influence ? So the)'
will also from every other state.
Will the liberty and property of this country be secure under such a government ?
What, sir, is the present Constitution ? A republican government tbunded on the principles of monarchy, with the
three estates.
Is it like the model of Tacitus or Montesieu ? Are there checks in it, as in tile British monarchy ?
ere is an executive fetter in some parts, and as unlimited
in others as a Roman dictator.
A democratic branch marked
with the strong features of aristocracy, and an aristocratic
branch with all the impurities and imperfections of the Brit
ish House of Commons, arising from the inequality of repre
sentation and want of responsibility.
There will be plent_
of Old Sarums, if the new Constitution should be adopted.
Do we love the British so well as to imitate their imperfections ? We could not effect it more than in that particular instance.
Are not all defects and corruption tbunded on
an inequality of representation and want of responsibility ?
How is the executive ? Contrary to the opinion of all the
best writers, blended with the legislative.
We have asked
for bread, and they have given us a stone.
I am willing to
give the government the regulation of trade.
It will be serviceable in regulating the trade among the states.
But l
believe that it will not be attended with the advantages generally expected.
As to direct taxation m give up this, and you give up
ever)' thing, as it is the highest act of sovereignty:
surrender up this inestimable jewel, and you throw away a pearl
richer than all your tribe.
But it has been said by an
honorable gendeman, (Mr. Pendleton,)
as well as I recollect, that there could be no such thing as an interference
between the two legislatures, either in point of direct taxation, or in any other case whatsoever.
An honorable gendeman (Mr. Mason) has replied that they might interfere in
the case of a poll tax.
I will go farther, and say, that the
case may happen in the judiciary.
Suppose a state execution and a federal execution issued against the same man,
and the state officer and federal officer seize him at the same
moment; would they divide the man in two, as Solomon
directed the child to be divided who was claimed by two
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women ? 1 sur_posethe general government, as being paramount, would prevail. How are two legislatures to coincide,
with powers transcendent, supreme, and omnipotent? for
such is the definition of a legislature. There must be an
external interference, not only in the collection of taxes, but
in the judiciary. Was there ever such a thing in an5"country before? Great Britain never went so far in'the stamp
act. Poyning's lawmthe abhorrence of the Irish--never
went so far. I never heard of two supreme co6rdiuate
powers in one and the same country before. I cannot conceive how it can happen. It surpasses every thing that I
have read of concerning other governments, or that I can
conceive by the utmost exertion of my faculties.
But, sir, as a cure for every thing, the democratic branch
is elected by the people. What security is there in that ? as
has already been demanded. Their number is too small.
Is not a small number more easy to be corrupted than a
large one ? Were not the tribunes at Rome the choice of
the people? Were not the decemviri chosen by them ?
Was not Cwsar himself the choice ot"the people ? Did this
secure them from oppression and slavery ? Did this render
these agents so chosen by the people upright ? If five hundred and sixty members are corrupted in the British House
of Commons, will it not be easier to corrupt ninety-one
members of the new Constitution ? But the British House
of Commons are corrupted from the same cause that our
representatives will be: I mean, from the Old Saru',ns
among them--from the inequality of the representation.
How many are legislating in this country yearly ? It is
thought necessary to have fifteen hundred representatives,
for the great purposes of legislation, throughout the Union,
exclusive of ooe hundred and sixty senators, which form a
proportion of about one for every fifteen hundred persons.
By the present Constitution, these extensive powers are to
be exercised by the small number of ninety-one persons_a
proportion almost twenty times less than the other. It must
be degrading indeed to think that so small a number should
be equal to so many! Such a preferential distinction must
presuppose the happiest selection. They must have something divine in their composition, to merit such a prei_minence.
But my greatest objectio n is, that it will, in its operation, be
found unequal, grievous, and oppressive. If it have any
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efficacy
atall,
itmust be by a faction-a faction
ofone part
of theUnion againstthe other. I thinkthatithasa great
naturalimbecility
withinitself,
tooweak fora consolidated
and too strongfora confederate
government. But ifitbe
called into action by a combination of seven states, it will be
terrible indeed.
We need be at no loss to determine how
this combination will be formed.
There is a great difference
of circumstances between the states.
The interest of the
carrying states is strikingly different from that of the productive states.
I mean not to give offence to any part of
America, but mankind are governed by interest.
Tile carrying states will assuredly unite, and our situation will be
then wretched indeed.
Our commodities will be transported
on their own terms, and every measure will have for its object their particular interest.
Let ill-fated Ireland be ever
present to our view.
We ought to be wise enough to guard
against the abuse of such a government.
Republics, in fact,
oppress more than monarchies.
If we advert to the page of
history, we shall find this disposition too often manifested in
republican governments.
The Romans, in ancient, and the
Dutch, in modern times, oppressed their provinces in a remarkable degree.
I hope that my fears are groundless;
but I believe it as
1 do my creed, that this government will operate as a faction
of seven states to oppress the rest of the union.
But it
may be said that we are represented, and cannot therefore
be injured.
A poor representation
it will be! The British
would have been glad to take America into the union, like
the Scotch, by giving us a small representation.
The Irish
might be indulged with the same favor by asking tbr it.
Will that lessen our misfortunes?
A small representation
gives a pretence to injure and destroy.
But, sir, the Scotch
union is introduced by an honorable gentleman as an argument in favor of adoption.
Would he wish his country to be
on the same foundation as Scodand ? They have but fortyfive members iu the House of Commons, and sixteen in the
House of I,ords.
These go up regularly in order to be bribed.
The smallness of their number puts it out of their power to carry any
measure.
And this unhappy nation exhibits the only instance, perhaps, in the world, where corruption becomes _1
virtue.
I devoutly pray that this description, of Scotland
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may not be picturesque of the Southern States, in three
years fi'om this time!
The committee being tired, as well
as myself, I will take another time to give my opinion mor(
fully on this great and imp_rtant subject.
Mr. Monroe, seconded by Mr. _lenry, moved that the
committee should rise, that Mr. Grayson might have an opportunity of continuing his argument next day.
Mr. Madison insisted on going through the business regularly, accordin_ to the resolution of the house.
THURSDAY,

[The

June

1_2, 1788.

1st and 2d sections still under consideration.]

Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, I asserted yesterday
that there were two opinions in the world--the
one that
mankind were capable of governing themselves, the other
that it required actual three to govern them.
On the principle that the first position was true, and which is consonant
to the rights of humanity, the house will recollect that it was
my opinion to amend the present Confederation, and infilse
a new portion of health and strength into the state governments ; to apportion the public debts in such a manner as to
throw the unpopular ones on the back lands; to divide the
rest of the domestic debt among the different states ; and to
call for requisitions only for the interest of the foreign debt.
If, contrary to this maxim, force is necessary to govern men,
I then did propose, as an alternative, not a monarchy like
that of Great Britain, but a milder government, one which,
under the idea of a general corruption of manners, and the consequent necessity of three, should be as gentle as possible.
I
showed, in as strong a manner as I could, some of the principal defects in the Constitution.
The greatest defect is the
opposition of the component parts to the interests of the
whole; for, let gentlemen ascribe its defects to as many
causes as their imagination may suggest, this is the principal
and radical one. J urged that, to remedy the evils which
must result from this government, a more equal representatie, in the legislature, and proper cheeks against abuse, were
indispensably necessary.
I do not pretend to propose for
your adoption the plan of government which I mentioned as
an alternative to a monarchy, in case mankind were incapable of governing themselves.
I only meant, if it were once
established that force was necessary to govern men, that such
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a plan would be more eligible fo. a free _eople than the
introduction of crowned heads and nobles,
flaying premised
this much, to obviate misconstruction, l shall proceed to the
clause before us with this observation--that
I prefer a complete consolidation to a partial one, but a federal government
to either.
In my opinion, the states which give up the
power of taxation have nothing more to give. The people
of that state which suffers any power but her own immediate
government to i'nterfere with the sovereign right of taxation
are gone forever.
Giving the right of taxation is giving a
right to increase the miseries of the people.
Is it not a
political absurdity to suppose that there can be two concurrent legislatures, each possessing the supreme power of
direct taxation ? If two powers come in contact, must not
the one prevail over the other ? Must it not strike every
man_s mind, that two unlimited, co6qual, coSrdinate authori.
ties, over the same objects, cannot exist together ? But we
are told that there is one instance of coi_xisting powers, in
cases of petty corporations, as well here as in other parts of
the world.
The case of petty corporations does not prove
the propriety or possibility of two co/_qual, transcendent
powers over the same object.
Although these have the
power of taxation, it only extends to certain degrees and for
certain purposes.
The powers of corporations are defined,
and operate on limited objects.
Their power originates by
the authority of the legislature, and can be destroyed by the
same authority.
Persons carrying on the powers of a petty
corporation may be punished for interfering with the power
of the legislature.
Their acts are entirely nugatory, if they
contravene those of the legislature.
Scotland is also introduced to show that two different
bodies may, with convenience, exercise power of taxation in
the same country.
How is the land tax there ? There is a
fixed apportionment.
When England pays four shillings in
the pound, Scotland only pays forty-five thousand pounds.
This proportion cannot be departed from, whatever augmentation may take place. There are stannary courts, and a
variety of other inferior private courts, in England.
But
when they pass the bounds of their jurisdiction, the supreme
courts in Westminster Hall may, on appeal, correct the abuse
of their power.
Is there any connection between the federal
courts and state courts ? What power is there to keep them
,J
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in order ? Where is there any authority to terminal._ disputes between these two contending powers ? An observation came fi'om an honorable gentleman, (Mr. Mason,) when
speaking of the propriety of the general government's exercising this power, that, according to the rules and doctrine
of representation, the thing was entirely impracticable.
I
agreed with him in sentiment.
I waited to hear the answer
from the admirers of the new Constitution.
What was the
answer ? Gentlemen were obliged to give up the point with
respect to general, uniform taxes.
They have the candor to
acknowledge that taxes on slaves would not affect the Eastern States, and that taxes on fish or potash would not
affect the Southern States.
They are then reduced to this
dilemma.
In order to support this part of the system, they
are obliged to controvert the first maxims of representation.
The best writers on this subject lay it down as a fimdamental principle, that he who lays a tax should bear his proportion of paying it. A tax that might with propriety be laid,
and with ease collected, in Delaware, might be highly
improper in Virginia.
The taxes cannot be uniform
throughout the states without being oppressive to some
If they be not uniform, some of the members will lay
taxes, in the payment of which they will bear no proportion.
The members of Delaware will assist in laying a
tax on our slaves, of which they will pay no part whatever. The members of Delaware do not return to Virginia,
to give an account of their conduct.
This total want of
responsibility and fellow-feeling will destroy the benefits of
representation.
In order to obviate this objection, the gentleman has said that the same evil exists, in some degree,
in the present Confederation :--to which I answer, that the
present Confederation has nothing to do but to say how
much money is necessary, and to fix the proportion to be paid
by each state.
They cannot say in what manner the money
shall be raised.
This is left to the state leffislatures.
But, says the honorable gentleman, (Mr.Madison,)
if we
were in danger, we should be convinced of the necessity of
the clause.
Are we to be terrified into a belief of its necessity ? It is proposed by the opposition to amend it in the
following manner--that
requisitions shall be first made,
and if not paid, that direct taxes shall be laid by way of
punishment.
If this ultimate right be in Congress, will it
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not be in their power to raise money on any emergency ?
Will not their credit be competent to procure any sum they
may want?
Gentlemen agree that it would be proper to
imitate the conduct of other countries, and Great Britain
particularly, in borrowing money, and establishing funds for
the payment of the interest on the loans; that, when tile
government is properly organized, and its competency to
raise money made known, public and private confidence
will be the result, and men will readily lend it any sums it
may stand in need of. If this should be a fact, and the
reasoning well founded, it will clearly follow that it will be
practicable to borrow money in cases of great difficulty and
danger, on the principles contended for by the opposition;
and this observation nmst supersede the necessity of granting them the powers of direct taxation ill the first instance,
provided the right is secured in the second.
As to the idea of making extensive loans for extinguishing the present domestic debt, it is what I have not by any
means in contemplation.
1 think it would be unnecessary,
unjust, and impolitic. This country is differently situated
and circumstanced fi'om all other countries in the world.
It
is now thinly inhabited, but daily increasing in numbers.
It would not be politic to lay grievous taxes and burdens at
present.
If our numbers double in twenty-five years, as is
generally believed, we ought to spare the present race, because there will be double the number of persons to pay in
that period of time ; so that, were our matters so arranged that
the interest could be paid regularly, and that any one might
get his money when he thought proper, as is the ease now
in England, it would be all that public faith would require.
Place the subject, however, in every point of view--whether as it relates to raisiug money for the immediate exigencies
of the state, or for the extinction of the tbreign or the domestic debt--still
it must be obvious, if a proper confidence
is placed in the acknowledgment of the right of taxation in
the second instance, that every purpose can be answered.
However, sir, if the states are not blameless, why has not
the Congress used that coercion which is vested in their government?
It is an unquestionable
fact that the Belgic republic, on a similar occasion, by an actual exertion of force,
brought a delinquent province to a proper sense of justice.
The gentleman said that, in case of a partial compliance
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with requisitions, the alternative proposed will operate unequally, by taxing those who may have already paid, as well
as those who have not, and involving the innocent in the
crimes of the guilty.
Suppose the new government fully
_'ested with authority to raise taxes; it will also operate
unequally.
To make up antecedent
deficiencies, they will
lay more taxes the next succeeding year.
By this. means,
those persons from whom a full proportion shall have been extracted will be saddled with a share of the deficiencies, as
well as those who shall not have discharged their full portion.
This mode, then, will have precisely the same unequal and
unjust operation as the other.
I said, yesterday, that there were one thousand five hundred representatives, and one hundred and sixty senators,
who transacted the affairs of the different states.
But we
are told that this great number is unnecessary, and that in
the multitude of counsellors there is folly instead of wisdom ;
that they are a dead weight on the public business, which is
said in all public assemblies to devolve on a few.
This may
in some degree be true, but it will not apply in the great
latitude as mentioned by the gentleman.
If ten men in our
Assembly do the public business, may not the same observation extend to Congress ? May not five men do the public business of the Union ? But there is a great difference
between the objects of legislation in Congress and those of
the star,' legislatures. It"the former be more complicated,
there is a greater necessity of a fhll and adequate representation.
It must be confessed that it is highly improper to
trust our liberty and property in the hands of so few persons,
!f they were any tiring less than divine.
But it seems that,
m this contest of power, the state governments have the advantage.
I am of opinion that it will be directly the reverse.
What influence can the state governments be supposed to
have, after the loss of their most important rights ? Will
not the diminution of their power and influence be an augmentation of those of the general government ? Will not
the officers of the general government receive higher compensation for their services than those of the state governments ? Will not the most influential men be employed by
Congress .P I think the state govermnents will be.contemned
_nd despised as soon as they" give up the power of direct tax-
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ation; and a state, says Montesqnieu, should lose her existence sooner than her importance.
But, sir, we are told that, if we do not give up this power
to Congress, the impost will be stretched to the utmost extent.
I do suppose this might follow, if the thing did not correct
itself. But we know that it is the nature of this kind of
taxation, that a stnall duty will bring more real money than
a large one. The experience of the English nation proves
the truth of this assertion.
There has been much said of the
necessity of the five per cent. impost.
I have been ever of
opinion, that two and a half per cent. would produce more
real money into the treasury.
But we need not be alarmed
on this account, because, when smugglers will be induced,
by heavy imposts, to elude the laws, the general government
will find it their interest again to reduce them within reasonable and moderate limits.
But it is suggested that, if direct
taxation be inflicted by way of punishment, it will create
great disturbances in the country.
This is an assertion without argument.
If man is a reasonable being, he will submit
to punishment, and acquiesce ill the justice of its infliction,
when he knows he deserves it. The states will comply with
the requisitions of Congress more readily when they know
that this power may be ultimately used ; and if they do not
comply, they will have no reasons to complain of its exercise.
We are then told of the armed neutrality of the empress of
Russia, the opposition to it by Great Britain, and the acquiescence of other powers.
We are told that, in order to
become the carriers of contending nations, it will be necessary
to be formidable at sea m that we must have a fleet in case
of a war between Great Britain and France.
I think that
the p.owers who formed that treaty will be able to support _t. But if we were certain that this would not be the
case, still I think that the profits that might arise from such a
transient commerce could not compensate for the expenses of
ret_dering ourselves formidable at sea, or the dangers that
would probably result from the attempt. To have a fleet, in the
present limited population of America, is, in my opinion, impracticable and inexpedient. Is America in a situation to have
a fleet ? I take it to be a rule founded on common sense, th_.t
manufacturers, as well as sailors, proceed from a re&mdae.cy
of inhabitan.s.
Our numbers, compared to our territory, are
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very small indeed.
I think, therefore, that all attempts to
have a fleet, till our western lands are fully settled, are nugatory and vain.
How will you induce your people to go tc_
sea? Is it not more agreeable to follow agrnculture than to
encounter the dangers and hardships of the ocean ? The
samo reasoning will apply in a greater degree to manufacturers. Both are the result of necessity.
It would, besides,
be dangerous to have a fleet in our present weak, dispersed,
and defenceless situation.
The powers of Europe, who have
West India possessions, _t,ould be alarmed at any extraordinary maritime exertions, a_d, knowing the danger of our
arrival at manhood, would crush us in our infancy.
In my
opinion, the great ot!jects most necessary to be promoted and
attended to, in America, are agriculture and population.
First take care that you are sufficiently strong, by land, to
guard against European partition ; secure your own house
before you attack that of other people.
I think that the
sailors who would be prevailed on to go to sea would be a
real loss to the community:
neglect of agriculture and loss
of labor would be the certain consequence of such an irregular
policy.
I hope that, when these objections are thoroughly considered, all ideas of havin_ a fleet, in our infant situation, will
be given over. When the :tmerican character is better known,
and the government established on permanent principles,
when we shall be sufficiently populous, and our situation
secure, _ then cothe forward with a fleet ; not with a small
one, but with one sufficient to meet any of the maritime
powers.
The honorable gentleman (Mr. Madison) _'iid that the
!mposts will be less productive hereafter, on account of the
increase of population.
I shall not controvert this principle.
When all the lands are settled, and we have manufactures
sufficient, this may be. the case. But I believe 1hat for a
very long time this cannot possibly happen.
In islands and
thick-settled countries, where they have manufactures, the
principle will hold good, but will not apply in any degree to
our country.
I appwehend that, among us, as the people in
the lower country find themselves straitened, they will remove to the frontiers, which, for. a considerable period, will
prevent the lower colmtry from being very populous, or
harin_ recourse to manufactures.
I cannot, therefi_re, but
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conclude that the amount of the imposts will continue to increase, at least tbr a great numher of years.
Holland, we are informed, is not happy, because she has
not a constitution like this. ]'his is but an unsupported assertion.
Do we not know the cause of her misfortunes ?
The evil is coeval with her existence m there are always
opposite parties ill that republic. There arc now two parties
---tile aristocratic party, SUl)porting the Prince of Or,rage,
and the Lovesteih party, supporting the rights of the peol)le.
Fr, mce foments tile one, al_d Great Britain the other.
Is it
known, if Holland had begun with such a govermnent as
tiffs, that the violence of faetion would not produc,.' tile
same evils which they experience at this present moment ?
It is said that all our evils result from requisitions on /he
states.
I did not expect to hear of complaints for noncompliance during the war.
Do not g(,ntlemen recollect our situation
duriug the war?
Our ports were
blocked up, and all means of getting money destroyed, and
ahnost every article taken from the farmer for the public service- so as, in many instances, not to leave him enough to
support his own family with tolerable decency and comfort.
h cannot be forgot that another resort of government was allplied to, and that i:ress-warrants were made to answer tbr noncompliance of requisitions.
Every person must recollect our
miserable situation durin_ the arduous contest; therelbre, I
shall make no fimher apology for the states, during the existence of the war. Since the peace, there have been various
causes tbr not furnishing the necessary quotas to the general
government.
In some of the flourishing states, the requisitions have been attended to; in others, their non-compliance is to be attributed more to the inability of the people
than to their unwillingness to advance the general interests.
Massachusetts attempted to correct the nature of things by
extracting more from the people than they were able to part
with
What did it produce ? A revolution which shook that
state to its centre.
Paper money has been introduced.
What did we do a
few years ago?
Struck off many millions, and by the
charms of magic made the value of the emissions diminish
by a forty-fold ratio.
However unjust or unreasonable this
might be, I supl)ose it was warranted by the inevitable laws
( f nee(rssity.
But, sir, there is no disposition now of having
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paper money; this engine of iniquity is universally reprobated. But conventions give power, and conventions ca,_
take it away.
This observation does not appear to me well
founded. It is not so easy to dissolve a government like
this. Its dissolution may be prevented by a trifling minority of'the people of America.
The consent of so many states
is necessary to introduce amendments, that I that they will
with great difficulty be obtained.
It is said that a strong
government will increase our population by the addition of
immigrants.
From what quarteris immigration to proceed ?
From the arbitrary monarchies of Europe ? I fear this kind
of population would not add much to our happiness or improvement.
It is supposed that, l_om the prevalence of thc
Orange faction, numbers will come hither from Holland,
ahhough it is not imagined the strength of the government
will form the inducement.
The exclusive power of legislation over the ten miles square is introduced by many gentlemen.
I would not deny the utility of vesting the general
government with a power of this kind, were it properly
uarded.
Perhaps I am mistaken, but it occurs to me that
ongress may give exclusive privileges to merchants residing
within the ten miles square, and that the same exclusive
power of legislation will enable them to grant similar privileges to merchants in the strongholds within the states.
I
wish to know if there be any thing in the Constitution to
prevent it. If there be, I have not been able to discover it.
1 may, perha, ps, not thoroughly, comprehend, this part of the
Constitution;
but it strikes my mind that there is a possibility that, in process of time, and from the simple operation
of effects from causes, the whole commerce of the United
States may be exclusively carried on by merchants residing
within the seat of government, and those places of arms
which may be purchased of the state legislatures.
How
detrimental and injurious to the community, and how repugnant to the equal rights of mankind, such exclusive emoluments would be, I submit to the consideration of the coinmittee.
Things of a similar nature have ttappened in other
countries;
or else from whence have issued the Hanse
Towns, Cinque Ports, and other places in Europe, which
h_ve peculiar privileges in commerce as well as in other
matters?
I do not offer this sentiment as an opinion,
hut a coniet:ture, and, in this doubtful agitation of mind on
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a point of such infinite magnitude, only ask for information
from the framers of the Constitution, whose supe,'ior opportunities must have furnished them with more ample lights
on the subject than I am possessed of. Something is said
on the other side with respect to the Mississippi. An honorable gentleman has mentioned, that he was satisfied that
nn member of Congress had any idea of giving up that river.
Sir, I am not at liberty, from my situation, to enter into any
investigation on the subject. I am free, however, to acknowledge that I have frequently heard the honorable member declare, that he conceived the object then in contemplation was the only method by which the right of that ri_'er
could be ultimately secured. I have heard similai"declarations from other members.
I must beg leave to observe, at the same time, that I most
decidedly differed with them in sentiment. With respect to
the citizens of the Eastern and some of the Middle States,
perhaps the best and surest means of discovering their general dispositions may be by having recourse to their interests.
This seems to be the pole-star to which the policy of nations
is directed. If this supposition should be well tbunded, I
think they must have reasons of considerable magnitude for
wishing the exclusion of that river. If the Mississippi was
yielded to Spain, the migration to the western country would
be stopped, and the Northern States would not only retain
their inhabitants, hut preserve their superiority and influence
over those of" the South. If matters go on in their present
direction, there will be a number of new states to the westward--population
may become greater in the Southern
States-- the ten miles square may approach us ! This they
must naturally wish to prevent.
I think gentlemen may
know the disposition of the different states, from the geography of the country, and from the reason and nature of
things. Is it not highly imprudent to vest a power in the
generality, which will enable those states to relinquish that
river ? There are but feeble restrictions at present to prevent it. By the old Confederation, nine states are necessary
to form any treaty. By this Constitution, the President,
with two thirds of the members present in the Semite, can
make any treaty. Ten members are two thirds of a quorum.
Ten members are the representatives of five states. The
Nortaern States may then easily make a treaty relinquishing
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this river. In my opinion, the power of making treaties, by
which the territorial rights of any of the states may be essen.
tially affected, ought to be guarded against every possibility
of abuse; and the precarious situation to which those rights
will be exposed is one reason, with me, among a number of
others, for voting against its adoption.
Mr. PENDLETON.
Mr. Chairman, when I spoke for.
merly, I endeavored to account for the uneasiness of the public mind, that it arose from objections to government drawn
from mistaken sources. I stated the general governments of
the world to have been either dictated by"a conqueror at the
point of his sword, or the offspring of confusion- when a
great popular leader, seizing the occasion, if he did not produce it, restored order at the expense of liberty, and became
the tyrant. In either case, the interest and ambition of the
despot, and not the good of society, give the tone to the
government, and establish contending interests. A war is
commenced, and kept up, where there ought to be union;
and the friends of liberty have sounded the alarm to the people, to regain that liberty which circumstances have thus
deprived them of. Those alarms, misrepresented and improperly applied to this government, have produced uneasiness in the public mind.
I said, improperly applied, because the people, by us, are
peaceably assembled, to contemplate, in the calm lights of
mild philosophy, what government is best calculated to promote their happiness and secure their liberty. This I am
sure we shall effect, if we do not lose sight of them by too
much attachment to pictures of beauty, or horror, in our researches into antiquity, our travels tbr examples into remote
regio,s, or severe criticisms upon our unfriendly applications of expressions which may drop in the effusions of honest
zeal. The term herd was thus produced _meaning to express'a multitude. It was capable of an odious application
that of placing the citizens in a degrading character.
I wish it had not been used, and I wish the gentleman
on the other side had thought himself at liberty to let it
pass, without pointing out its odious meaning. However, I
claim no right to prescribe to him. It is done, and it must rest
with the candor of the attending citizens, whom it concerns,
to give. it the innocent meaning which, I am sure, the hon•nable gentleman ;ntended.
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On tht, subject of government, the ,_orthy member (Mr.
Henry) and I differ at the threshold. I think government
necessary to protect liberty. He supposes the American
spirit all-sufficient for the purpose. What say the most respectable writers m Montesquieu, Locke, Sidne), HarringtOll, &.C.? They have presented us with no such idea.
They properly discard from their system all the severity of
cruel punishment, such as tortures, inquisitions, and the
like m shocking to human nature, and only calculated to coerce the dominion of tyrants over slaves. But they recommend making the ligaments of government firm, and a rigid
execution of the laws, as more necessary, than in a monarchy,
to preserve that virtue which they all declare to be the
pillar on which the government, and liberty, its object, must
stand. They are not so visionary as to suppose there ever
did, or ever will, exist a society, however large their aggregate fund of virtue may be, tlut hath among them persons
of a turbulent nature, restless in themselves and disturbing
the peace of others--sons of rapine and violence, who, unwilling to labor themselves, are watching every opportunity
to snatch from the industrious peasant, the fruits of his honest labor. Was I not, then, correct m my inference, that
such a government and liberty were friends and allies, and
that their common enemies were turbulence, faction, and violence ? It is those, therefore, that will be offended by good
government; and for those I suppose no gentleman will
profess himself an advocate.
The writers .just mentioned point oat licentiousness as the
natural offspring,of liberty, and that, therefore, all free governments shimld endeavor to suppress it, or else it will ultimately overthrow that liberty of which it is the result. Is
this speculation only ? Alas! reason and experience too
fatally prove its truth in all instances. A republican government is the nursery of science. It turns the bent of it
to eloquence, as a qualification tbr tile representative character, which is, as it ought to be, the road to out" public
office.s. I have pleasure in beholding these characters already
produced in ou,' counciis mand a rising fund equal to a
constant supply. May Heaw_n prosper their endeavors, and
direct their eloquence to the real good of their country! I
am unfortunate enough to differ from the worthy member in
another circumstance, tie professes himself an advocate for
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the middling and lower classes of men.
I profes_ to bca
friend to the equal liberty of all men, from the palace to
the cottage, without nay other distinction than that between
good and bad men.
I appeal to my public life and private
behavior, to decide whether I have departed from this rule.
Since distinctions have been brought forth and communicated to the audieuce, and will be therefore disseminated, I
beg gentlemen to take with them this observation m that
distinctions have been produced by the opposition.
From
the friends of the new government they have heard none.
None such are to be found in the organization of the paper
before you.
Why bring into the debate the whims of writers-introducing the distinction of well-born t_om others ? I eonside_
every man well-born who comes into the world with an
intelligent mind, and with all his parts perfect.
I am an
advocate for fixing our government on true republican principles, giving to the poor man free liberty in his person and
property.
Whether a man be great or small, he is equally dear to me.
I wish, sir, for a regular government, in order to secure and
protect those honest citizens who have been distinguished
m I mean the industrious farmer and planter.
I wish
them to be protected in the enjoyment of their honestly
and industriously acquired property.
I wish commerce to
he fully protected and encouraged, that the people may have
an opportunity of disposing of their crops at market, and of
procuring such supplies as they may be in want of. I presume that there can be no political happiness, unless industry
be cherished and protected, and property secured.
Suppose
a poor man becomes rich by honest labor, and increases the
public stock of wealth: shall his reward be the loss of that
liberty he set out with?
Will you take away every stimulus to industry, by declaring that he shall not retain the
fruits of it ? The idea of the poor becoming rich by assiduity is not mere fancy.
I am old enough, and have had
sufficient experience, to know the effects of it. I have often
known persons, commencing in life without any other stock
but industry and economy, by the mere efforts of these, rise
to opulence and wealth.
This could not have been the
case without a government to protect their industry.
In
my mind the true principle of republicanism, and the great-
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est security of liberty, is regular government.
Perhaps [
may not be a republican, but this is my idea. In reviewmg the history of the world, shall we find an instance where
any society retained its liberty without government ? As I
before hinted, the smallest society in extent, to the greatest
empire, can only be preserved by a regular government, to
suppress that faction and turbulence so natural to many of
our species.
What do men do with those passions ffhen
they come into society?
Do they leave them?
No; they
bring them with them.
These passions, which they thus
bring into society, will produce disturbances, which, without
any check, will overturn it.
A distinction has been made, which surprised me, between
the illumined mind and the ignorant.
I have heard with
pleasure, ill other places, that worthy gentleman expatiate
on the advantages of learning m among other things, as friendly to liberty.
I have seen, in our code of laws, the public
•purse applied to cherish private seminaries.
This is not
strictly just; but with me the end sanctified the means, and
I w_ satisfied.
But did we thus encourage learning, to
set up those who attained its benefits as butts of invidious
distinction ? Surely the worthy member, on reflection, will
disavow the idea.
He learns to little purpose, indeed, who
vainly supposes himself become, from the circumstance, of
an order of beings superior to the honest citizens _ peasants
if you please to term them so- who, in their labor, produce
great good to the community.
But those illumined minds
who apply their knowledge to promote and cherish liberty
equal liberty to all, the peasant as well as othersgive
to society the real blessings of learning.
1 have seen learning used both ways ; but have had pleasure in observing, that lately the latter fruits only have
generally appeared, which I attribute to the influence of republican principles, and a regard tbr true liberty.
Am i
still suspected of want of attachment for my worthy fellowcitizens, whom the gentleman calls peasants and cottagers .;
L_t me add one more observation.
I cannot leave them in
the state in which he has placed them--in
the parallel between them and those of Switzerland, the United Netherlands, and Great Britain. The peasants of the Swiss cantons
trade in war.
Trained in arms, they become the mer
cenarics of the best bidder, to c_rry on the destruction or

Pgl_DLltTON.]

VIRGINIA

297

mankind, as an occupation, where they have not even re
sentment.
Are these a fit people for a comparison with our
worthy planters and farmers, in their drawing food and raiment, and even wealth, by honest labor, from the bowels of
the earth, where an inexhaustible store is placed by a [muntiful Creator ?
The citizens ot the United Netherlands have nO right of
suffrage.
There, they lost that distinguished badge of freudom. Their representation
to their state assemblies is of
towns and cities, and not of the people at large.
The people of Britain have the right of suffrage, but sell
it for a mess of pottage.
The happiness of the people is the object of this government, and the people are theretbre made the fountain of all power.
They cannot act personally, and must
delegate powers.
Here the worthy gentleman who spoke
bst, and I, travelling not together indeed, but in sight, are
placed at an immeasurable distance--as
far as the poles
asunder.
He recommends a government more energetic
and strong than this, abundantly too strong ever to receive
my approbation,a first magistrate borrowed from Britain,
to whom you are to make a surrender of your liberty; and
you give him a separate interest from yours.
You intrench
that interest by powers and prerogatives undefined--implant in him self-love, from the influence of which he is to
do, what--to
promote your interest in opposition to his
own?
An operation of self-love which is new l Having
done this, you accept from him a charter of the rights you
have parted with; present him a bill of rights, telling him,
Thus far shall you oppress us, and no farther.
It still depends on him whether he will give you that
charter, or allow the operation of the bill of rights.
He will
do it as long as he cannot do otherwise, but no longer.
Did
ever any free people in the world, not dictated to by the
sword of a conqueror_ or by circumstances into which licentiousness may have plunged them, place themselves in so
degrading a situation, or make so disgraceful a sacrifice of
their lilmrtv ? If they did, sure I am that the example will
not be Col[owed by this Convention.
This is not all: we
are to look somewhere for the chosen few to go into the ten
miles square, with extensive powers for life, and thereby de_troy every degree of true responsibility.
Is there no medium,
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or shall we recur to extremes?
As a republican, sir, l think
that the security of the liberty and happiness of the people,
from the highest to the lowest, being the object of government, the people are consequently the fountain of all power.
They must, however, delegate it to agents, because, from
their number, dispersed situation, and many other circumstances, they cannot exercise it in person.
They must
therefore, by frequent and certain elections, choose representatives to whom they trust it.
Is there any distinction ill the exercise of this delegation
of power?
The man who possesses twenty-five acres of
land has an equal right of voting for a representative with
the man who has twenty-five thousand acres.
This equality
of suffrage secures the people in their property.
While we
are in pursuit of checks, and balances, and proper security in
the delegation of power, we ought never to lose sight of the
representative
character.
By this we preserve the great
principle of the primary right of power in the people; and
should deviations happen from our interest, the spirit of liberty, in future elections, will correct it m a security I esteem
far superior to paper bills of rights.
When the bands of our former society were dissolved, and
we were under the necessity of forming a new government,
we established a constitution founded on the principle of
representation,
preserving therein frequency Of elections,
and guarding against inequality of suffrage.
I am one of
those who are pleased with that Constitution, because it is
built on that foundation.
I believe that, if the Confederation had the principles and efficacy of that Constitution, we
should have found that peace and happiness which we are
all in search of. In this state Constitution, to the executive
you commit the sword; to the legislative you commit the
purse, and every thing else, without any limitation.
In both
cases, the representative character is in full effect, and thereby responsibility is secured.
The .judiciary is separate and
distinct from both the other branches, has nothing to do
with either the purse or sword, and, for obvious reasons,
the judges hold their offices during good behavior.
There will be deviations even in our state legislatures thus
constituted.
I say (and I hope to give no offence when 1
do) there have been some.
I believe etery gentleman will
see that it is unconstitutional to condemn any man without
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a fair trial. Such a condemnation is repugnant to the nriw
ciples of justice.
It is contrary to the Constitution, and tile
spirit of the common law.
Look at the bill of rights.
You
find there that no man shall be condemned without being
confronted with his accusers and witnesses;
that every man
has a right to call for evidence in his favor, and, above ull, to
a speedy trial by an impartial jury of the vicinage, without
whose unanimous consent he cannot be found guilty.
These
plinciples have not been attended to ; an instance h_s been
mentioned already, where they have been in some degree
violated.
[Here Mr. Pendletonspoke so very low that he could not be heard.]
My. brethren in that department [the judicial] felt great
uneasmess in their minds to violate the Constitution by such
a law.
They have prevented the operation of some unconstitutional acts.
Notwithstanding
those violations, I rely
upon the principles of the government -- that it will produce
its own reform, by the responsibility resulting from frequent
elections.
We are finally safe while we preserve the representative character.
I made these observations as introductory to the consideration of the paper on your table.
I
conceive that, in those respects where our state Constitution
has not been disapproved of, objections will not apply against
that on our table.
When we were forming our state Constitution, we were confined to local circumstances.
In forming a government
for the Union, we must consider our
situation as connected with our neighboring states.
We
have seen the advantages and blessings of the Union.
Every
intelligent and patriotic mind must be convinced that it is
essential to our happiness.
God grant we may never see
the disadvantages of disunion !
To come to the great object of direct taxation, more immediately under consideration : -- If we find it our interest to
be intimately connected with the other twelve _tates, to
establish one common government, and bind in one ligament
the strength of thirteen states, we shall find it necessary to
delegate powers proportionate to that end_ for the delegauon of adequate powers in this government is no less necessary than in our state government.
To whom do we
delegate these powers _ Toour own representatives.
Why
should we fear so much greater dangt_'rs from our represen-
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tatives there, than from those we have here?
Why make
so great a distinction between our representatives
here, and
in the federal government, where ever)" branch is formed on
the same principle m preserving throughout the representative, responsible character ? We have trusted our lives, and
every thing, to our state representatives.
We have particularly committed om purse to them, with unlimited confidence.
[ never heard any objection to it; I am sure I make none.
We ought to contribute our share of fixing the principles of
the government.
Here the representative
character is still
preserved.
We are to have an equal share in the representation of the general government, should we ratify this Con
stitution.
We have hitherto paid more than our share of
taxes for the support of the government, &c. But bv this
system we are to pay our equal, ratable share only.
_'here
Is the danger of confiding in our federal representatives?
We must choose those in whom we can put the greatest confidence.
They are only to remain two years in office. Will
they in that time lose all regard tbr the principles of honor,
and their character, and become abandoned prostitutes of
our rights?
I have no such fear. When power is in the
hands of my representatives,
I care not whether they meet
here or a hundred miles off.
A gentleman (Mr. Monroe) has said that the power of
direct taxation was unnecessary,
because the imposts and
back lands would be abundantly sufficient to answer all federal purposes.
If so, what are we disputing about?
I ask
the gentleman who made the observation, and this eommil tee
if they believe that Congress will ever lay direct taxes if
the other funds are sufficient.
It will then remain a harni
less power upon paper, and do no injury.
If it should be
necessary, will gendemen run the risk of the Union by withholding it ? I was sorry to hear the subjects of requisition_
and taxation misinterpreted.
The latter has been compared
to taxation by Great Britain without our own consent.
The
two cases are by no means similar.
The king of Great
Britain has not the purse, though he holds the sword.
He
has no means of using the sword but by requisitions on those
who hold the purse.
He applied to the British Parliament;
and they were pleased to trust him with our money.
We
declared, as we had a right, that we ought to be taxed by
our own representatives,
and that therefore their tlispo.-ing
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of our money without our consent was unjust.
Here requi
sitions are to be made by one body of our representatives to
another.
Why should this be the case, when they are both
possessed of our equal confidence--both
chosen in the same
manner, at,d equally responsible to us ?
But we are told that there will be a war between the two
bodies equally our representatives, and that the state government will be destroyed, and consolidated into the general
government.
I stated before, that this could not be so.
The two governments act in different manners, and for different purposes--the
general government it+ great national
concerns, in which we are interested in common with other
members of the Union; the state legislature in our mere
local concerns.
Is it true, or merely imaginary, that the
state legislatures will be. confined to the care of bridges and
roads ? I think that they are still possessed of the highest
powers.
Our dearest rights, --li|_, liherty, and property, -as Virginians, are still in the hands of our state legislature.
If they prove too feeble to protect us, we resort to the aid of
the general government for security.
The true distinction
is, that the two governments
are established for dif/i_rent
purposes, and act on different objects ; so that, notwithstanding what the worthy gentleman said, I believe I am still
correct, and insist that, if each power is confined within its
proper bounds, and to its proper objects, an interference can
never happen.
Being for two different purposes, as long as
they are limited to the different ot!iects, they can no more
clash than two parallel lines can meet.
Both lay taxes, but
for different purposes.
The same officers may be used by
both governments, which will prevent a number of inconveniences.
If an invasion, or insurrection, or other misfortune, should make it necessary for the general government
to interpose, this will be for the general purposes of the
Union, and for the manifest interest of the states.
I mentioned formerly that it would never be the interest
of the general government to destroy the state _overnments.
From these it will derive great strength:
for if they be possessed of power, they will assist it ; if they become feeble,
or decay, the general government
must likewise become
weak, or moulder away.
But we are alarmed on account of Kentucky.
We are told
that the Mississippi. is taken away.
When gendemen say
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that seven states are now disposed to give it up, and that it
wtll be given up by the operation of this government, are
they correct ? It must be supposed that, on occasions of
reat moment, the senators from all the states will attend.
they do, there will be no difference between this Constitution and the Confederation in this point. When they are
all present, two thirds of them will consist of the senators
from nine states, which is the number required by the existing system to form treaties. The consent of the President,
who is the representative of the Union, is also necessary.
The right to that river must be settled by the sword, or negotiation. I understood that the purpose of that negotiation
which has been on foot, was, that Spain should have the
navigation of that river for twenty-five years, after which we
were peaceably to retain it forever. This, I was told, was
all that Spain required. If so, the gentleman who differed
in opinion fi'om others, in wishing to gratify Spain, must
have been actuated by a conviction that it would be better
to have the right fixed in that manner than trust to uncertainty. I think the inhabitants of that country, as well as
of every other part of the Union, will be better protected by
an efficient, firm government, than by the present feeble one.
We shall have also a much better chance for a favorable negotiation, if our government be respectable, than we have
now. It is also suggested that the citizens of the western
district run the risk of losing their lands if this Constitution
be adopted. I am not acquainted with the ci,'cumstances of
the title set up to those lands. But this I know, that it is
founded, not upon any claim commenced during the revolution, but on some latent claim that existed before that period. It was brought before our Assembly, and rejected D I
suppose because they thought it would, at this late period,
involve the just and unjust, indiscriminately, in distress. 1
am bold to say that no assistance ('an be given by the Constitution to the claimants. The federal legislature is not
authorized to pass any law affecting claims that existed before. If" the claim is brought forth, it must be before the
court of the state, on the ground on which it now stands,
and must depend on the same principles on which it now
depends. Whether this Constitution be adopted or not, will
not affect the parties in this case. It will make no differ
ence as to the principles on which the decision will be made,
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whether it will come before the state court or the federal court.
They will be both equally independent, and ready to decide
in strict conformity to justice.
I believe the federal courts
will be as independent as the state courts.
I should no more
hesitate to trust my liberty and property to the one than the
other. Whenever, in any country ill the world, the judges
are independent, property is secure.
The existence of Great
Britain depends on that pority with which justice is administered.
When gentlemen will therefore find that tile federal
legislature cannot affect prei_xisting claims by their legislation, and the federal courts are on the same ground with the
state courts, l hope there will be no ground of alarm.
Permit me to deliver a few sentiments on the great and
important subject of previous and subsequent amendments.
When I sat down to read that paper, I did not read it with
an expectation that it was perfect, and that no man would
object to it. I had learned, sir, that an expectation of such
perfection in any institute devised by man, was as vain as the
search for the philosopher's stone. I discovered obiections m
I thought I saw there some sown seeds of disunion m not in
the immediate operation of the government, but which m_h,t
happen in some future time.
I wish amendments to remove
these. But these remote possible errors may be eradicated
by the amendatory clause in the Constitution.
I see no danger in making the experiment, since the system itself points
out an easy mode of removing any errors which shall have
been experienced.
In this view, then, I think we may safely
trust in the government.
With respect to the eight states
who have already acceded to it, do gentlemen believe that,
should we propose amendments as the sine qua non of our
adoption, they would listen to our proposals ? I conceive,
sir, that they would not retract.
They would tell us_ No,
ge_ttlemen, we cttnnot accept of your conditions.
You put
_tourselves upon the grmtnd of opposition.
Your amendments
are dictated by local considerations.
We, in our adoption,
have been infl_nced
by considerations of general utility to
the Union. We cannot abandon principles, like these, to gratifij you. Thus, sir, by previous amendments, we present a
hostile countenance.
"If, on the contrary, we imitate the
co,duct of those statutes,our language will be conciliatory and
friendly.
Gentlemen, wc put ourselves on the same ground
that van are on. We are not actuated by local eonsidera-
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lions, but by such as affect the people of America ill general.
This conduct will give our amendments full weight.
I was surprised when I heard introduced the opinion of a
gentleman (Mr. Jefferson) whom I highly respect.
1 know
the great abilities of that gentleman.
Providence has, for
the good of mankind, accompanied those extensive abilities
with a disposition to make use of them for the good of his
fellow-beings;
and I wish, with all my heart, that he was
here to assist us on this interesting occasion.
As to his letter, impressed as I am with the force of his authority, 1
think it was improper to introduce it on this occasion.
The
opinion of a private individual, however enlightened, ought
not to influence our decision. But, admitting that this opinion
ought to be conclusive with us, it strikes me in a different
manner from the honorable gentleman.
I have seen the letter in which this gentleman has written his opinion upon
this subject.
It appears that he is possessed of that Constitution, and has in his mind the idea of amending it m he has
in his mind the very question, of subsequent or previous
amendments, which is now under consideration.
His sentiments on this subject are as tbllows : " 1 wish, with all my
sou], that the nine first conventions may accept the new
Constitution,
because it will secure to us the good it contains, which ! think great and important.
I wish the four
latest, whichever they be, may refuse to accede to it till
amendments are secured." He then enumerates the amendments which he wishes to be secured, and adds, "We must
take care, however, that neither this nor any other objection
to the tbrm, produce a schism in out Union. That would be
an incurable evil; because friends falling out never cordially
reunite."
Are these sentiments in favor of those who wish
to prevent its adoption by previous amendments?
He
wishes the first nine states to adopt it. What are his
reasons ? Because he thinks it will secure to us the good it
contains, which he thinks great and important ; and he wishes
the other four may refuse it, because he thinks it may tend
to olttain necessary amendments.
But he would not wish
that a schism should take place in the Union on any consideration.
If, then, we are to be influenced by his opinion
at all, we shall r,_tify it, and secure thereby the good it contains.
The Constitution
points out a plain and ordinary
method ot reform, without a,y disturbance or convulsions
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whatever.
I therefore think that we ought to ratify it, in
order to secure the Union, and trust to this method for removing those inconveniences which experience shall point
out.
[Mr.Pendletonadded several otherobservations,but spoketoo lowto
be heard.]
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman : finding, sir, that the
clause more immediately under consideration still meets
with the disapprobation of the honorable gentleman over the
way, (Mr. Grayson,) and finding that the reasons of the op
position, as further developed, are not satisfactory to myself
and others who are ill favor of the clause, I wish that it
ma.y meet with the most thorough and complete investigatton.
I beg the attention of the committee, in order to
obviate what fell from the honorable gentleman.
He set
forth that, by giving up the power of taxation, we should
give up every thing, and still insists on requisitions being
made on the states, and then, if they be not complied
with, Congress shall lay direct taxes, by way of penalty.
Let us consider the dilemma which arises from this doctrine.
Either requisitions will be efficacious, or they will not. If
they will be efficacious, then I say, sir, we give up ever),
thing as much as by direct taxation.
The same amount will be paid by the people as by direct
taxes.
If they be not efficacious, where is the advantage
of this plan ? In what respect will it relieve us from the inconveniences which we have experienced from requisitions ?
The power of laying direct taxes by the general government
is supposed by the honorable gentleman to be chimerical
and impracticable.
What is the consequence of the alternative he proposes?
We are to rely upon this power to
be ultimately used as a penalty to compel the states to
comply.
If it be chimerical and impracticable in the first
instance, it will be equally so when it will be e_ereised
as a penalty.
A reference was made to concurrent executions as an instance of the possibility of interference
between the two governments.
[Itere Mr. Madisonspoke so low that he couldnat be distinctly heard.]
This has been experienced under the state governments
without involving any inconvenience.
But it may be answered th:at, und_'r the state governments, concurrent exe-
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cutions cannot produce the inconvenience here dreaded,
because they are executed by the same officer. Is it not in
the power of the general government to employ the state
officers ? Is nothing to be left to future legislation, or must
every thing be immutably fixed in the Constitution ? Where
exclusive power is given to the Union, there can be no interference.
Where the general and state legislatures have
concurrent power, such regulations will be made as shall be
found necessary to exclude interferences and other inconveniences.
It will he their interest to make regulations.
It has been said that there is no similarity between petty
corporations and independent states.
[ admit that, in many
points of view, there is a great dissimilarity; but in others,
there is a striking similarity hetween them, which illustrates what is before us. Have we not seen, in our own
country, (as has been already suggested in the course of the
debates,) concurrent collections of taxes going on at once,
without producing any inconvenience ? We have seen three
distinct collections of taxes, for three distinct purposes.
Has it not been possible for collections of taxes, for parochial,
county, and state purposes, to go on at the same time ?Everv
gentleman must know that this is now the case; and though
there be a subordination in these cases which will not be in
the general government, yet in practice it has been tbund
that these different collections have been concurrently carried
on, with convenience to the people, without clashing with
one another, and without deriving their harmony from the
circumstance
of heing subordinate to one legislative body.
The taxes will be laid for different purposes.
The members of the one government, as well as of the other, are the
agents of, and subordinate to, the people.
I conceive that
the collection of the taxes of the one will not impede that
of the other, and that there can be no interference.
This
concurrent collection appears to me neither chimerical nor
impracticable.
He compares resistance of the people to collectors to refusal
of requisitions.
This goes against all government.
It is as
much as to urge that there should be no legislature.
The
gentlemen, who favored us with their observatious on this
sub.jecc, seemed to reason on a supposition that the general
government was confined, by the paper on your table, to lay
general, uniform taxes.
[s it necessary that there should be
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a tax on any given article throughout the United States
It is represented to be oppressive, that the state_ which haw
slaves, and make tobacco, should pay taxes on these for federal wants, when other states, which have them not, would
escape. But does the Constitmion on the table admit of
this ? On the contrary, there is a proportion to be laid on
each state, according to its population.
The most proper
articles will be selected in each state.
If one article, in any
state, should be deficient, it will be laid on another artich,.
Oar state is secured on this tbundation.
Its proportion will
be commensurate to its population.
This is a coustitutioual
scale, which is an insuperable har against disproportion, and
ought to satisfy all reasonable minds.
If the taxes be not
uniform, and the representatives of some states contribute to
lay a tax of which they bear no proportion, is not this principle reciprocal ? Does not the same principle hold in our
state government in some degree ? It has been found inconvenient to fix on uniform objects of taxation in this state, as
the back parts are not circumstanced like the lower parts of
the country.
In both cases, the reciprocity of the principle
will prevent a disposition in one part to oppress the other.
My honorable friend seems to suppose that Congress, by the
possession of this ultimate power as a penalty, will have as
much credit, and will be as able to procure any sums, on any
emergency, as if they were possessed of it in the first instance ; and that the votes of Congress will be as competent
to procure loans as the votes of the British Commons.
Would the votes of the British House of Commons have that
credit which they now have, if they were liable to be retarded
in their operation, and, perhaps, rendered ultimately nugatory, as those of Congress must be by the pro.posed alternatwe ? When their vote passes, it usually recewes the concurrence of the other branch ; and it is known that there is
sufficient energy in the government to carry it into effect.
But here the votes of Congress are, in the first place, dependent on the compliance of thirteen different bodies, and,
after non-compliance, are liable to be opposed and defeated
by the jealousy of the states against the exercise of this
power, and by the opposition of the people, which may be
expected if tills power be exercised by Congress after partial compliances.
These circumstances being known, Congress could not command ozle shilling. My honorable friend
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seelns 1a think that we ought to spare the present generation,
and throw our burdens upon posterity,
l will not contest
the equity of this reasoning ; but I must say that good policy,
as well as views of economy, strongly urges us, even to distress ourselves to comply with our most solemn engagements.
We must take effectual provision tbr the payment of the interest of our public debts.
In order to do justice to our
creditors, and support our credit and reputation, we must
lodge power somewhere or other for this purpose.
As yet
the United States have not been able, by any energy contained in the old system, to accomplish this end.
Our creditors have a right to demand tile principal, but
would be satisfied with a punctual payment of the interest.
If we have been unable to pay the interest, much less shall
wc be able to discharge the principal.
It appears to me that
the whole reasoning used on this occasion shows that we
ought to adopt this system, to enable, us to throw our burdens on posterity.
The honorable member spoke of the
decemviri at Rome as having some similitude to the ten
representatives who are to be appointed by this state.
I can
see no point of similitude here, to enable us to draw any conclusion.
For what purpose were the decemviri appointed ?
They were invested with a plenipotentiary
commission to
make a code of laws.
By whom were they appointed ? By
the people at large ? My memory is not infallible, but it
tells me they were appointed by the senate,--I
believe, in
the name of the people.
If they were appointed by the senate, and composed of the most influential characters among
the nobles, can any thing be inferred from that against
our federal representatives ? Who made a discrimination be
tween the nobles and the people ? The senate.
Those men totally perverted the powers which were given
them, for the purpose above specified, to the subversion of
the public liberty.
Can we suppose that a similar usurpation might be made by men appointed in a totally different
manner ? As their c_'rcumstances were totally dissimilar, I
conizeive that no arguments drawn from that source can
apply to this government.
I do not thoroughly _zomprehend
the reasoning of my honorable friend, when he tells us that
the federal government will predominate, and that the state
interest will be lost, when, at the same time, he tells us that
it will be a faction of seven states.
If seven states will pre-
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vail, as states, I conceive that state influence will preva_:.
If state influence, under the present feeble government, has
prevailed, I think that a remedy ought to be introduced, by
gwmg the general government power to suppress it.
He supposed that my argument with respect to a future
war betw.een Great Britain and France was tMlacious. The
other nations of Europe have acceded to that neutrality, while
Great Britain opposed it. We need not expect, in case of
such a war, that we should be su_red
to participate in the
profitable emoluments of the carrying trade, unless we were
ill a respectable situation.
Recollect the last war.
Was
there ever a war in which the British nation stood opposed
to so many nations ? All the belligerent nations in Europe,
with nearly one half of the British empire, were united
against it. Yet that nation, though defeated, and humbled
beyond ally previous example, stood out against this.
From
her firmness and spirit in such desperate circumstances, we
may divine what her future conduct may be.
I did not contend that it was necessary for the United
States to establish a navy for that sole purpose, but instanced
it as one reason, out of several, for rendering ourselves respectable.
I am no friend to naval or land armaments in
time of peace; but if they be necessary, the calamity must
be submitted to. Weakness will invite insults.
A respectable government will not only entitle us to a participation of
the advant iges which are enjoyed by other nations, but will
be a security against attacks and insults.
It is to avoid the
calamity of being obliged to have large armaments that we
should establish this government.
The best way to avoid
dan_er is to be in a capacity to withstand it.
'I_le impost, we are told, will not diminish, because the
emigrations to the westward will prevent the increase of
population.
He has reasoned on this subject.justly to a certain degree.
I admit that the imposts will increase, till
population becomes so great as to compel us to recur to
mauufactures.
The period cannot be very far distant when
the unsettled parts of America will be inhabited.
At the
expiration of twenty-five years hence, I conceive that, in every
part of the United States, there will be as great a population
as there is now in the settled parts.
We see, already, that,
m the most populous parts of the Union, and where there is
but a medium, manufactures are beginning to be established.
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Where this is the case, the amount of importation will begin
to diminish.
Although the impost may even increase during
the term of twenty-five years, yet when we are preparing a
government for perpetuity, we ought to found it on permanent principles, and not on those of a temporary nature.
Holland is a favorite quotation with honorable members
on the other side of the question.
Had not their sentiments
been discovered by other circumstances, I should have coneluded, fi'om their reasonings on this occasion, that they were
friends of the Constitution.
I should suppose that they had
forgotten which side of the question they were on. Holland
has been called a republic, and a government friendly to
liberty.
Though it may be greatly superior to some other
governments in Europe, still it is not a republic or a democracy.
Their legislature consists, in some degree, of men
who legislate for life. Their councils consist of men who
hold their offices for life, who fill up offices and appoint their
salaries themselves.
The people have no agency, mediate
or immediate, in the government.
If we look at their history, we shall find that every mischief which has befallen
them has resulted from tile existing confederacy.
If the
stadtholder has been productive of mischiefs, if we ought to
guard against such a magistrate more than any evil, let me
beseech the honorable gentleman to take notice of what produced that, and those troubles which have interrupted their
tranquillity from time to time. The weakness of their confederacy produced h_th.
When the French arms were ready to overpower their
republic, and they were feeble in the means of defence,
which was principally owing to the violence of parties, they
then appointed a stadtholder, who sustained them.
If we
look at more recent events, we shall have a more pointed
demonstration that their political infelicity arises from the
imbecility of their government.
In the late disorders, the
states were almost equally divided--three
provinces on one
side, three on the other, and the other divided.
One party
inclined to the Prussians, and the other to the French.
The situation of France did not admit of her interposing immediately in their disputes by an army; that of the Prussians
did. A powerful and large army marched into Holland,
and compelled the other party to surrender.
We know the
distressing
consequences to the people. What produced
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those disputes and the necessity of foreign interference, but
the debility of their confederacy ? We may be warned by
their example, and shun their fate, by removing the causes
which produced their misfortunes.
My honorable friend has
referred to the transaction of the federal council with respect
to the navigation of the Mississippi.
I wish it was consistent with delicacy and prudence to lay a complete view of
the whole matter before this committee.
The history of it
is singular and curious, and perhaps its origin ought to be
taken into consideration.
I will touch on some circumstances, and introduce nearly
the substance of most of the facts relative to it, that I may
not seem to shrink from explanation.
It was soon perceived,
sir, after the commencement of the war with Britain, that,
amoug the various objects that would affect the happiness
of the people of America, the navigation of the Mississippi
was one. Throughout the whole history of foreign negotiation, great stress was laid on its preservation.
In the time
of our greatest distresses, and particularly when the Southern States were the scene of war, the Southern States cast
their eyes around to be relieved from their misfortunes.
It
was supposed that assistance might be obtained for the relinquishment of that navigation.
It was thought that, for
so substantjal a consideration, Spain might be induced to
afford decisive succor.
It was opposed by the Northern and
Eastern States.
They were sensible that it might he dangerous to surrender this important right, particularly to the
inhabitants of the western country.
But so it was, .that the
Southern States were for it, and the Eastern States opposed
to it. Since obtaining that happy peace, which secures to us
all our claims, this subject has been taken again into consideration, and deliberated upon in the federal government.
A temporary relinquishment
has been agitated.
Several
members from the different states, but parucularly from the
Northern, were for a temporary surrender, because it would
terminate disputes, and, at the end of the short pei'iod for
which it was to be given, the right would revert, of course,
to those who had given it up ; and for this temporary surrender some commercial advantages were offered. For my
part, I consider this measure, though founded on considerations plausible and honorable, was yet not justifiable but on
erounds of ine "itable necessity.
I must declare, in iustice
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to many characters who were in Congress, that they declared
that they never would enter into the measure, unless the
situation of the United States was such as could not prevent it.
I suppose that the adoption of this government will be
favorable to the preservation of the right to that navigation.
Emigration will be made, from those parts of the United
States which are settled, to those parts which are unsettled.
If we afford protection to the western country, we shall see
it rapidly peopled. Emigrations from some of the Northern
States have been lately increased.
We may conclude, as
has been said by a gentleman on the same side, (Mr. Nicholas,) that those who emigrate to that country will leave
behind them all their friends and connections as advocates
for this right.
What was the cause of those states being the champions
cf this right when the Southern States were disposed to surrender it? The preservation of this right will be for the
general interest of the Union.
The western country will
be settled from the north as well as the south, and its prosperity will add to the strength and security of the Union. 1
am not able to recollect all those circumstances which would
be necessary to give gentlemen a fifll view of the subject.
I can only add, that I conceive that the establishment of the
new government will be the best possible means of securing
our rights, as well iu the western parts as elsewhere.
I
will not sit down till | make one more observation on what
fell from my honorable friend.
He says that the true differenee between the states lies in this circumstance_
that
some are carrying states and others productive, and that
the. operation of the new gow_.rnment will be, that there will
be a plurality of the former to combine against the interest
of the latter, and that consequently it will be dangerous to
put it in their power to do so. I would join with him in
sehtiments, if this were the case.
Were this within the
boands of probability, I should be equally alarmed; hut I
thi_,k that those states, which are contradistinguished,
as
c _rrying states, from the non-importing states, will be but
Ibw. Isuppose the Southern States will be considered by
all _s under the latter description.
Some other states have
bt,_n mentioned by an honorable member on the same, side,
which are not considered as carrying states.
New Jersey
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and Connecticut can by no means be enumcrated among
the carrying states. They receive their supplies through
New York. Here, then, is a plurality of non-importin_
states.
I could add another, if necessary.
Delaware,
though situated upon the water, is upon the list of non
carrying states.
I might say that a great part of New
Hampshire is so. I believe a majority of the peoI_le of that
state receive their supplies from" Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut.
Might I not add all those states
which will be admitted hereafter into tile Union?
These
will be non-carrying states, and will support Virginia in case
the carrying states will attempt to combine against the rest.
This objection must therefore fall to the ground.
My honorable friend has made several other remarks, but I will
defer saying any more till we come to those parts to which
his objections refer.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, once more 1 find it necessary to trespass on your patience.
An honorable gentleman,
several days ago, observed, that the great object of this government was justice.
We were told before, that the greater
consideration was union.
However, the consideration of
justice seems to have been what influenced his mind when
he made strictures on the proceedings of the Virginia Assembly.
I thought the reasons of that transaction had been
sufficiently explained.
It is exceedingly painful to me to be objecting;
but I
must make a few observations.
I shall not again review
the catalogue of dan_o_rs which the honorable gentleman
entertained us with. '_rhey appear to me absolutely imaginary. They have, in my conception, been proved to be such.
But sure I am that the dangers of this system are real,
when those who have no similar interests with the people
of this country are to legislate for us- when our dearest
interests are left in the power of those whose advantage it
may be to infringe them.
How will the quotas of troops be
furnished ? Hated as requisitions are, your federal officers
cannot collect troops, like dollars, and carry them in their
pockets. You must make those abominable requisitions for
them, and the scale will be in propol_ion to the number of
your blacks, as well as your whites, unless they violate the
constitutional rule of apportionment.
This is not calculated
to rouse the fears of the people.
It is founded in truth
VOl.

Ill,
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How oppressive and dangerous must this be to the Southern
States, who alone -have slaves! This will render their pro_t rtion infinitely greater than that of the Norther, States.
has been openly avowed that this shall be the rule. I
will appeal to the judgments of the committee, whether
there be danger. The honorable gentleman said that there
was no precedent for this American revolution. We have
precedents in abundance.
They have been drawn from
Great Britain. Tyranny has arisen there in the same manner in which it was introduced among the Dutch. The
tyranny of Philadelphia may be like the tyranny of George
]II. I believe this similitude will be incontestably proved
before we conclude.
The honorable gentleman has endeavored to explain the
opinion of Mr. Jefferson, our common fi'iend, into an advice
to adopt this new government. What are his sentiments ?
He wishes nine states to adopt, and that four states may be
found somewhere to reject it. Now, sir, I say, if we pursue
his advice, what are we to do ? To prefer form to substance ?
For, give me leave to ask, what is the substantial part of
his counsel ? It is, sir, that four states should reject. They
tell us that, fi'om the most authentic accounts, New Hampshire will adopt it. When I denied this, gentlemen said
they were absolutely certain of it. Where, then, will four
states be found to reject, if we adopt it ? If we do, the
counsel of this enlightened and worthy countryman of ours
will be thrown away; and for what ? He wishes to secure
amendments and a bill of rights, if l am not mistaken. I
speak from the best intbrmatiou, and if wrong, I beg to be
put right. His amendments go to that despised thing, called
a bill of rights, and all the rights which are dear to human
nature --trial by jury, the liberty of religion and the press,
&c. Do not gentlemen see that, if we adopt, under the idea
of following Mr. Jefferson's opinion, we amuse ourselves
with the shadow, while the substance is given away ? If
Virginia be for adoption, what states will be left, of sufficient respectability and importance to secure amendments
by their rejection ? As to North Carolina, it is a poor, despised]Jlace. Its dissent will not have influence to introduce
any amendments. Where is the American spirit of liberty?
Where will you find attachment to the rights of mankind,
when Massachusetts, the great northern state, Pennsylvania,
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the great middle state, and Virginia, the great southern
state, shall have adopted this government ? Where will you
find magnanimity enough to reject it ? Should the remaining states have this magnanimity, they will not have sufficient
weight to have the government altered.
This stdte has
weight and importance.
Her example will have powerthl
influence--her
rejection will procure amendments.
Shall
we, by our adoption, hazard the loss of amendments ? Shall
we tbrsake that importance and respectability which our station in America commands, in hopes that relief will come
fl'om an obscure part of the Union ? I hope my countrymen will spurn at the idea.
The necessity of amendments is universally admitted.
It
is a word which is rei_choed from every part of the continent.
A majority of those who hear me think amendments
are necessary.
Policy tells us they are necessary.
Reason,
sell-preservation, and every idea of propriety, powerfldly urge
us to secure the dearest rights of human nature.
Shall we,
in direct violation of these principles, rest this security upon
the uncertainty of its being obtained by a few states, more
weak and less respectable than ourselves, and whose virtue
and magnanimity may be overho,'ne by the example of so
many adopting states ? Poor Rhode Island, and North Carolina, and even New York, surrounded with federal walls
on every side, may not be magnanimous enough to reiect ;
and if they do reject it, they will have but little influence
to obtain amendments.
I ask, if amendments be necessary,
from whence can they be so properly proposed as fi'om this
state ? The example of Virginia is a powerful thing, particularl,, with respect to North Carolina, whose supplies
must come through Virginia.
Every possible opportunity of
procuring amendments
is gone, our power and political salvation are gone, if we ratit_y unconditionally.
The important
right of making treaties is upon the most dangerous foundation. The President, and a few senators, possess it in the
most unlimited manner, without any real responsibility, if,
from sinister views, they should think proper to abuse it;
for they may keep all their measures in the most profound
secrecy, as long as they please.
Were we not told that
war was the case wherein secrecy was the most necessary ?
But, by the paper on your table, their secrecy is not limited
to this case only. It is as unlimited and unbounded as their
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powers.
Under the abominable veil of political secrecy and
contrivance, your most valuable rights may be sacrificed by
a most corrupt faction, without having the satislhction of
knowing who injured you.
They are bound by honor and
conscience to act with integrity, but they are under no constitutional restraint.
The navigation of the Mississippi,
which is of so much importance to the happiness of the
people of this country, may be lost by the operation of that
paper.
There are seven states now decidedly opposed to
this navigation.
If it be of the highest consequence to know
who they are who shall have voted its relinquishment,
the
federal veil of secrecy will prevent that discover)'.
We
may labor under the magnitude of our miseries without
knowing or being able to punish those who produced them.
I did not wish that transactions relative to treaties should,
when unfinished, be exposed ; but it should be known, after
they were concluded, who had advised them to be made, in
order to secure some degree of certainty that the public interest shall be consulted in their formation.
We are told that all powers not given are reserved.
I am
sorry to bring forth hackneyed observations.
But, sir, important truths lose nothing of their validity or weight, by
frequency of repetition.
The English history is frequently
recurred to by gentlemen.
Let us advert to the conduct of
the people of that country.
The people of England lived
without a declaration of rights till the war in the time of
Charles I. That king made usurpations upon the rights of
the people.
Those rights were, in a great measure, before
that time undefined.
Power and privilege then depended
on implication and logical discussion.
Though the declaration of rights was obtained fi'om that king, his usurpations
cost him his life. The limits between the liberty of the
people, and the prerogative of the king, were still not clearly
defined.
The rights of the people continued to be violated till the
Stuart family was banished, in the year 1688.
The people
of' England magnanimously defended their rights, banished
the tyrant, and prescribed to William, Prince of Orange, hy
the bill of rights, on what terms he should reign ; and this
bill of rights put an end to all construction and implication.
Before this, sir, the situation of the public liberty of England
was dreadful.
For upwards of a century, the nation was
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involved in every kind of calamity, till the bill of rights rut
an end to all, by defining the rights of the people, and limiting the king's prerogative. Give me leave to add (if I can
add any thing to so splendid an example) the conduct of the
American people. They, sir, thought a bill of rights necessary. It is alleged that several states, in the formation of
their government, omitted a bill of rights. To this I answer,
that they had the substance of a bill of rights contained in
their constitutions, which is the same thing. I believe that
Connecticut has preserved it, by her Constitution, her royal
charter, which clearly defines and secures the great rights
of mankind--secures to us the great, important rights of
humanity ; and I care not in what form it is done.
Of what advantage is it to the American Congress to
take away this great and general security ? I ask, Of what
advantage is it to the public, or to Congress, to drag an unhappy debtor, not for the sake of justice, but to gratify the
malice of the plaintiff, with his witnesses, to the federal
court, from a great distance ? What was the principle that
actuated the Convention in proposing to put such dangerous
powers in the hands of any one ? Why is the trial by.jury
taken away? All the learned arguments that have been
used on this occasion do not prove that it is secured. Even
the adv_ates for the plan do not all concur in the certainty
of its security. Wherefore is religious liberty not secured ?
One honorable gentleman, who favors adoption, said that he
had had his fears on the subject. If I can well recollect,
he informed us that he was pert_ctly satisfied, by the powers
of reasoning, (with which he is so happily endowed,) that
those fears were not well grounded. There is many a religious man who knows nothing of argumentative reasoning;
there are many of our most worthy citizens who cannot go
through all the labyrinths of syllogistic, argumentative deductions, when they think that the rights of conscience are
invaded. This sacred right ought not to depend on constructive, logical reasoning.
When we see men of such talents and learning compelled to use their utmost abilities to convince themselves
that there is no danger, is it not sufficient to make us tremble ? Is it not sufficient to fill the minds of the ignorant
part of men with fear? If gentlemen believe that the al_
prehensions of men will be quieted, they are mistaken,
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since our best-informed men are in doubt with respect to the
security of our rights.
Those who are not so well informed
will spurn at the government.
When our common citizens,
who are not possessed with such extensive knowledge and
abilities, are called upon to change their bill of rights (which,
in plain, unequivocal terms, secures their most valuable
rights and privileges) for construction and implication, will
they implicitly acquiesce ? Our declaration of rights tells us
that "all men are by nature free and independent,"
&c.
[Here Mr. Henry read the declaration of rights.]
Will they
exchange these rights for logical reasons ? If you had a
thousand acres of land dependent on this, would you be
satisfied with logical construction ? Would you depend
upon a title of so disputable a nature ? The present opinions
of individuals will be buried in entire oblivion when those
rights will be thought of. That sacred and lovely thing,
religion, ought not to rest on the ingenuity of logical deduction. Holy religion, sir, will be prostituted to the lowest
purposes of human policy.
What has been more productive
of mischief among mankind than religious disputes?
Then
here, sir, is a foundation for such disputes, when it requires
learning and logical deduction to perceive that religious
liberty is secure.
The honorable member told us that he had doubts with
respect to the judiciary department.
I hope those doubts
will be explained.
He told us that his object was union.
I
admit that the reality of union, and not the name, is the
object which most merits the attention of every friend to his
country.
He told you that you should bear many great,
sounding lvords on our side of the question.
We have heard
the word union from him. I have heard no word so often
pronounced in this house as he did this.
I admit that the
American Union is dear to every man.
I admit that ever)"
man, who has three grains of information, must know and
think that union is the best of all things.
But, as I said
before, we must not mistake the end for the means.
If he
can show that the rights of the Union are secure, we will
consent.
It has been sufficiently demonstrated that they are
not secured.
It sounds mighty prettily to gentlemen, to
curse paper money and honestly pay debts. But apply to
the situation of America, and you will find there are thousands and thousands of contracts, whereof equity forbids an
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exact literal performance. Pass that.government, and you will
be bound hand and foot. There was an immense quantity
of depreciated Continental paper money in circulation at
the conclusion of the war. This money is in the hands of
individuals to this day. The holders of this money may call
tbr the nominal value, if this government be adopted. This
state may be compelled to pay her proportion of that currency, pound for pound. Pass this government, and you
will be carried to the federal court, (if I understand that
paper right,)and you will be compelled to pay shilling for
shilling. I doubt on the subject; at least, as a public man,
I ought to have doubts. A state may be sued in the federal
court, by the paper on your table. It appears to me, then,
that the holder of the paper money may require shilling for
shilling. If there he any latent remedy to prevent this, I
hope it will be discovered.
The precedent, with respect to the union between England and Scotland, does not hold. The union of Scotland
speaks in plain and direct terms. Their privileges were
particularly secured. It was expressly provided that they
should retain their own particular laws. Their nobles have
a right to choose representatives to the number of sixteen.
I might thus go on and specify particulars ; but it will suffice
to observe, generally, that their rights and privileges were
expressly and unequivocally reserved. The power of direct
taxation was not given up by the Scotch people. There is
no trait in that union which will maintain their arguments.
In order to do this, they ought to have proved that Scotland
united without securing their rights, and afterwards got that
security by subsequent amendments. Did the people of
Scotland do this ? No, sir ; like a sensible people, they trusted nothing to hazard. If they have but forty-five members,
and those be often corrupted, these defects will be greater
here. The number will be smaller, and they will be consequently the more easily corrupted. Another honorable
gentleman advises us to give this power, in order to exclude
the necessity of going to war. He wishes to establish national credit, I presume, and imagines that, if a nation Ires
public faith, and shows a disposition to comply with her
engagements, she is safe among ten thousand dangers. If
the honorable gentleman can prove that this paper is calculated to give us public faith, I will be satisfied. But if
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_rou be in constant preparation for war, on such airy and
_maginary grounds as the mere possibility of danger, your
goverment must be military, which will be inconsistent with
the enjoyment of liberty.
But, sir, we must become formidable, and have a strong
government, to protect us from the British nation.
WiU the
paper on the table prevent the attacks of the British navy,
or enable us to raise a fleet equal to the British fleet ?
The British have the strongest fleet in Europe, and call strike
any where.
It is the utmost folly to conceive tbat the paper
can bave such an operation.
It will be no less so to attempt
to raise a powerful fleet.
With respect to requisitions, 1
beseech gentlemen to consider the importance of the subject.
We, who are for amendments, propose (as has been frequently
mentioned) that a requisition shall be made for two hundred
thousand pounds, for instance, instead of direct taxation, and
that, if it be not complied with, then it shall be raised by direct taxes.
We do not wish to have strength, to refilse to pay
them, but to possess the power of raising the taxes in the
most easy mode for the people. But, says he, you may delay us by this mode.
Let us see if there be not sufficient to
counterbalance this e_'il. The oppression arising from taxation is not ti'om the amount, but from the mode : a thorough
acquaintance with the condition of the people is necessary
to a just distribution of taxes.
The whole wisdom of the
science of government, with respect to taxation, consists in
selecting that mode of collection which will best accommodate the convenience of the people. When you come to tax
a great country, you will find that ten men are too few to settle the manner of collection.
One capital advantage, which
will result from the proposed alternative, is this _ that there
will be necessary communications between your ten members in Congress and your hundred and seventy representatives here.
If it goes through the bands of the latter,
they will know how much the citizens c_m pay, and, by looking at the paper on your table, they will know how much they
ought to pay. No man is possessed of sufficient information
to know how much we can or ought to pay.
We might also remonstrate, if, by mistake or design, they
should call for a greater sum than our proportion.
After a
remonstrance, and a free investigation between our representatives here and those in Congress, the error would be
removed.
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Another valuable thing which it will produce is, that the
people will pay. the taxes cheerfully.
It is supposed thai
this would occasion a waste of time, and be an iniury to pub
lie credit.
This would only happen if requisitions should not
be complied with.
In this case the delay would be compensated by the payment of interest, which, with the addition
of the credit of the state to that of the general government,
would in a great measure obviate this objection.
But if it
had all the three which it is supposed to have, it would not
he adequate to the evils ,of direct taxation.
But there is
every probability that requisitions would be then complied
with. Would it not, then, be our interest as well as duty to
comply?
After non-compliance, there would be a general
acquiescence in the exercise of this power.
We are tbnd of
giving power, at least power which is constitutional.
Here
is an option to pay according to your own mode or otherwise. If you give probability fair play, you must conclude
that they would be complied with.
Would the Assembly of
Virginia, by refusal, destroy the country, and phmge the people
in misery and distress ? If you give your reasoning (?tculty
fair play, you cannot but know that payment must be made,
when the consequence of a refusal would be an accumulation
of inconveniences to the people.
Then they say that, if
requisitions be not complied with, in case of a war, the destruction of the country may be the consequence ; that therefore we ought to give the power of taxation to the government, to enable it to protect us. Would not this be another
reason for complying with requisitions, to prevent the country from being destroyed ? You tell us that, unless requisitions be complied with, your commerce is gone.
The prevention of this, also, will be an additional reason to comply.
He tells us that responsibility is secured by direct taxatioll.
Responsibility, instead of heing increased, will be lost folever by it. In our state government, our representatives
may be severally instructed by their constituents.
There arc_
no persons to counteract their operations.
They can havt;
no excuse fi)r deviating from our instructions.
In the general government, other men have power over the business.
When oppressions may take place, our representatives may
tell us,--We
contended for your interest ; but we could not
carry our point, because the representatives fi'om Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Connecticut, &c.. were against us.
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Thus, sir, you may see there is no real responsibility.
He
further said that there was such a contrariety of interests as
to hinder a consolidation.
I will only make one remark.
There is a variety of interests.
Some of the states owe a
gi'eat deal on account of paper money; others very little;
some of the Northern States have collected and barrelled up
paper money.
Virginia has sent thither her cash long ago.
There is little or none of the Continental
paper money retained in this state.
Is it not their business to appreciate
this money ? Yes, and it will be, your business to prevent
it. But there will be a majority against you, and you will be
obliged to pay your share of this money, in its nominal value.
It has been said, by several gentlemen, that the freeness of
elections would be promoted by throwing the country into
large districts.
I contend, sir, that it will have a contrary
effect.
It will destroy that connection that ought to subsist
between the electors and the elected.
If your elections be
by districts, instead of counties, the people will not be acquainted with the candidates.
They must, therefore, be directed in the elections by those who know them. So that, instead of a confidenti;d connection between the electors and the
elected, they will be absolutely unacquainted with each other.
A commolf man must ask a man of influence how he is to proceed, and for whom he must vote. The elected, therefore,
will be careless of the interest of the electors.
It will be a
common job to extort the suffrages of the common people tbr
the most influential characters.
The same men may be repeatedly elected by these means.
This, sir, instead of promating the freedom of elections, leads us to an aristocracy.
Consider the mode of elections in England.
Behold the
progress of an election in an English shire.
A man of an
enormous fortune will spend thirty or forty thousand pounds
to get himself elected.
This is fi'equently the case.
Will
the honorable gentleman say that a poor man, as enlightened
as any man in the island, has an equal chance with a rich
man, to be elected ? He will stand no chance, though he
may have the finest understanding of any man in the shire.
It will be so here.
Where is the chance that a poor man
can come forward with the rich ? The honorable gentleman
will find that, instead of supporting demoeratical principles,
it goes absolutely to destroy them.
The sta.te governments, says he, will possess greater ad-
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vantages than the general government, and will consequentl)
prevail. His op nion and mine are diametrically opposite
Bring forth the federal allurements, and compare them with
the poor, contemptible things that the state legislatures can
bring forth.
On the part of the state legislatures, there are
justices of the peace and militia officers; and even these
justices and officers are bound by oath in thvor of the Constitution.
A constable is the only mail who is not obliged to
swear paramount allegiance to this beloved Congress.
On
the other hand, there are rich, fat, federal emoluments.
Your
rich, snug, fine, tht, federal officers m the number of collectors
of taxes and excises mwill outnumber any thing from the
states.
Who can cope with the excisemen and taxmen ?
There are none in this country who can cope with this class
of men alone. But, sir, is this the only danger ? Would to
Heaven that it were!
If we are to ask which will last the
longest, the state or the general government, you must take
an army and a navy into the account.
Lay these things
together, and add to the enumeration the superior abilities
of those who manage the general government.
Can, then, the state governments look it in the face?
You dare not look it in the face now, when it is but in embryo. The influence of this government will be such, that
you never can get amendments;
for if you propose alterations, you will affront them.
Let the honorable gentleman
consider all these things, and say, whether the state governments will last as long as the federal government.
With
respect to excises, I can never endure them.
They have
been productive of the most intolerable oppressions every
where. Make a probable calculation of the expense attending the legislative, executive, and judiciary.
You will find
that there must be an immense increase of taxes.
We are
the same mass of people we were before ; in the same circ'umstances ; the same pockets are to pay. The expenses are
to be increased.
What will enable us to bear this augmentation of taxes ? The mere form of government will not do
it. A plain understanding cannot conceive how the taxes
can be diminished, when our expenses are augmented, and
the means of paying them not increased.
With respect to our tax laws, we have purchased a little
knowledge by sad experience upon the subiect.
Reiterated
experiments have taught us what can alleviate the distresses,
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and s'tit the convenience, of the people.
But we are now
to throw away that system by which we have acquired this
knowledge, and send ten men to legislate for us.
The honorable gentleman was pleased to say that the
representation
of the people was the vital principle of this
government.
I will readily agree that it ought to be so.
But I contend that this principle is only nominally, and not
substantially, to be found there.
We contended with the
British about representation.
They offi_.red us such a representation as Congress now does,
They called it a virtual
representation.
If you look at that paper, you will find it so
there.
Is there but a virtual representation
in the upper
house ? The states are represented, as states, by two senators each.
This is virtual, not actual.
They encounter _ou
with Rhode Island and Delaware.
This is not an actual
representation.
What does the term represe_tation signify ?
It means that a certain district _ a certain association of men
_should he represented in the government, for certain ends.
These ends ought not to be impeded or obstructed in any
manner.
Here, sir, this populous state has not an adequate
share of legislative influence.
The two petty states of
Rhode Island and Delaware, which, together, are infinitely
inferior to this state in extent and population, have double
her weight, and can counteract her interest.
I say that the
representation in the Senate, as applicable to states, is not
actual.
Representation
is not, therefore, the vital principle
of this government.
So far it is wrong.
Rulers are the servants and agents of die people; the
people are their masters.
Does the new Constitution acknowledge this principle ? Trial by jury is the best appendage of freedom.
Does it secure this?
Does it secure the
other great rights of mankind ? Our own Constitution preserves these principles.
The honorable gentleman contributed to form that Constitution.
The applauses so justly
due to it should, in my opinion, go to the condemnation of
that paper.
With respect to the failures and er,'ors of our government,
they might have happened in any _overnment.
I do not
justify what merits censure, but I shall not degrade my country. As to deviations from justice, I hope they will be attributed to the errors of the head, and not to those of the heart.
The honorable gentleman did our judiciary honor in say.
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,rig that they had firmness to counteract the legislature in
some cases.
Yes, sir, our judges opposed the acts of the
legislature.
We have this landmark to guide us. They had
fortitude to declare that they were the judiciary, and would
oppose unconstitutional acts.
Are you sure that your federaljudiciary will act thus ? Is that judiciary as well construeted, and as independent of the other Branches, as our
state judiciary ? Where are your landmarks in this government ? I will be bold to say you cannot find any in it. l
take it as the highest encomium on this co,retry, that the
acts of the legislature, if" unconstitutional,
are liable to be
opposed by the judiciary.
Then the honorable gentleman said that the two judiciaries and legislatures would go in a parallel line, and never
interfere; that, as long as each was confined to its proper
objects, there would be no danger of interi_renee;
that,
like two parallel lines, as long as they continued in their parallel direction, they never would meet.
With submission to
the honorable gentleman's opinion, I assert that there is danger
of interference, because no line is drawn between the powers
of the two governments,
in many instances;
and, where
there is a line, there is no check to prevent the one from
encroaching upon the powers of the other.
I therefore contend that they must interfere, and that this
interference must subvert the state government, as being
less powerful.
Unless your government
have checks, it
must inevitably terminate in the destruction of your privileges. I will be bold to say that the British government
has real checks.
I was attacked by gentlemen, as if I had
said that 1 loved the British government better than our
own. I never said so. I said that, if I were obliged to relinquish a republican government, I would choose the British
monarchy.
I never gave the preferel;ce to the British or
any other government, when compared to that which the
honorable gentleman
assisted to form.
I was constrained
to say what I said.
When two disagreeable objects present
themselves to the mind, we choose that which has the least
deformity.
As to the western country, notwithstanding our representation in Congress, and notwithstanding any regulation that
may be made by Congress, it may be lost. The seven
Northern States are determined to give up the Mississippi.
28
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We are told that, in order to secure the navigation of that
river, it was necessary to give it up, for twenty-five years, to
the Spaniards, and that thereafter we should enjoy it forever, without any interruption from them. This argument
resembles that which recommends adopting first and then
amending,
l think the reverse of what the honorable gendeman said on the subject.
Those seven states are decidedly against it. He tells us that it is the policy of the
whole Union to retain it. If men were wise, virtuous, and
honest, we might depend on an adherence to this policy.
Did we not know of the fallibility of human nature, we
might rely on the present structure of this government.
We
might depend that the rules of propriety, and the general
interest of the Union, would be observed. But the depraved
nature of man is well known.
He has a natural bias towards
his own interest, which will prevail over every consideration,
unless it be checked.
It is the interest and inclination of
the seven Northern States to relinquish this river. If you
enable them to do so, will the mere propriety of consulting
the interest of the other six states refrain them fi'om it ? Is
it imagined that Spain will, after a peat'cable possession of it
for thirty years, give it tip to you again ? Can credulity
itself" hope that the Spaniards, who wish to have it for that
period, wish to clear the river for you ? What is it they
wish ? To cleat" the river! For whom ? America sawthe
time when she had the reputation of common sense at least.
Do you suppose they will restore it to you after thirty years ?
If you do, you depart from that rule. Common observation
tells you that it must be the policy of Spain to get it first,
and then retain it forever.
If you give it up, in my poor
estimation they will never voluntarily restore it. Where is
the man who will believe that, after clearing the river,
strengthening themselves, and increasing the means of retaining it, the Spaniards will tamely surrender it ?
With respect to the concurrent
collection of parochial,
county, and state taxes, which the honorable gentleman
has instanced as a proof of the practicability of the concurrent collection of taxes by the general and state governments, the comparison will not stand examination.
As
my honorable friend has said, these concurrent collections
come from one power. They radiate from the same centre.
They are not cofqual or co6xtensive.
There is no clashing
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of power between them.
Each is limited to its own particular objects, and all subordinate to one supreme, controlling
power--the
legislature.
The county courts have power
over the county and parish collections, and can constantly
redress any injuries or oppressions committed by the collectors. Will this be the case in the federal courts ? I hope
they will not have federal courts in every county.
If they
will. the state courts will be debased a,,d stripped of their
cognizance, and utterly abolished.
Yet, if there be no
power in the country to call them to account, they will more
flagrantly trample on your rights.
Does the honorable gentleman mean that the thirteen states will have thirteen different tax laws ? Is this the expedient which is to be substituted for the unequal and uqjust one of uniform taxes ? If
so, many horrors present themselves to my mind. The)
may be imaginary, but it appears to my mind to be the most
abominable system that could be imagined.
It will destroy every principle of responsibility.
It will he destructive
of that fellow-feeling, and consequent confidence, which
ought to subsist between the representatives and the reln'esented. We shall then be taxed by those who bear no part
in the taxes themselves, and who, consequently,
will be
regardless of our interest in imposing them upon us. The
efforts of our ten men will avail very little when opposed by
the northern majority.
If our ten men be disposed to sacrifice our interest, we cannot detect them.
Under the colol
of being outnumbered by the northern representatives,
the)
can always screen themselves.
When they go to the general
government, they may make a bargain with the northern
delegates.
They may agree to tax our citizens in any manner which may be proposed by the northern members; in
consideration of which, the latter may make them some
favorite concessions.
The Northern
States
will never
assent to regulations promotive of southern aggrandizement.
Notwithstanding what gentlemen say of the probable virtue
of our representatives,
I dread the depravity of human nature. I wish to guard against it by proper checks, and
trust nothing to accident or chance.
I will never depend
on so slender a protection as the possibility of being represented by virtuous men.
Will not thirteen differcnt objects of taxation in the thirteen different st:,tos involve us in an infinite number of
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mcom'eniences, and absolute confusion ? There is a striking
difference, and great contrariety of interests, between the
states.
They are naturally divided into carrying and productive states. This is an actual, existing distinction, which
cannot be altered.
The former are more numerous, and
must prevail.
What, then, will be the consequence of their
contending interests, if the taxation of America is to go on
m thirteen different shapes?
This gow'rnment subjects
every thing to the northern majority.
Is there not, then, a
settled purpose to check the southern interest ? We thus
put unbounded power over our property in hands not having
a common interest with us. How can the southern members prevent the adoption of tile most oppressive mode of
taxation in the Southern States, as there is a majority in
favor of the Northern States ? Sir, this is a picture so horrid, so wretched, so dreadful, that I need no longer dwell
upon it. Mr. Henry then concluded by remarking, that he
dreaded the most iniquitous speculation and stock-jobbing,
from the operation of such a system.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, pardon me for making
a few remarks on what fell from tile honorable gentleman
last up. I am sorry to follow the example of gentlemen in
deviating from the rule of the house.
But as they have taken the utmost latitude in their objections, it is necessary
that those who favor the government should answer them.
But I wish, as soon as possible, to take up the suhject regularly.
I will therefore take the liberty to answer some observations which have been irregularly made, though they
might be more properly answered when we come to discuss
those parts of the Constitution to which they respectively
refer.
I will, however, postpone answering some others till
then.
If there be that terror in direct taxation, that the
states would comply with requisitions to guard against the
fi'deral legislature ; and if, as gentlemen say, this state will
always have it in her power to make her collections speedily and fully, _ the people will be compelled to pay the same
ambunt as quickly and punctually as if raised bythe general
government.
It has heen amply proved that the general government
can lay taxes as conveniently to the people as the state, governments, by imitating the state systems of taxation.
If
the general government have not the power of collecting
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its own revenues, in the first instance, it wih be still dependent on the state governments in some measure ; and
the exercise of this power, after refusal, will be inevitably
productive of injustice
.....
and confusion, if partial compliances
be made before it is driven to assume It. thus, sir, without relieving the people in the smallest degree, the alterl_ative proposed will impair the efficacy of the government,
_indwill perpetually endanger the tranquillity of the Union.
The honorable member's objection with respect to requisitions of troops will be fillly obviated at another time. Let
it suffice now to say that it is altogether unwarrantable, and
founded upon a misconception of the paper before you.
But the honorable member, in order to influence our decision, has mentioned the opinion of a citizen who is an ornament to this state. When the name of this distinguished
character was introduced, I was much surprised.
Is it come
to this, then, that we are not to follow our own reason ? Is
it proper to introduce the opinions of respectable men not
within these walls ? If the opinion of an important character were to weigh on this occasion, could we not adduce
a character equally great on our side ? Are we, who (in
the honorable gentleman's opinion) are not to be governed
by an erring world, now to submit to the opinion of a citizen beyond the Atlantic ? I believe that, were that gentleman now on this floor, he would be for the adoption of
this Constitution.
I wish his name had never been mentioned. I wish every thing spoken here, relative to his
opinion, may be suppressed, if our debates should be published. I know that the delicacy of his feelings will be
wounded, when he will see in print what has aud may be
said concerning him on this occasion.
I am, in some measure, acquainted with his sentiments on this subject.
It is
not right for me to unfold what he has informed me ; but I
will venture to assert that the clause now discussed is not
objected to by Mr. Jefferson.
He approves of it, because it
enables the government to carry on its operations.
He admires several parts of it, which have been reprobated with
vehemence in this house. He is captivated with the equality of suffrage in the Senate, which the honorable gentleman (Mr. Henry) calls the rotten part of this Constitution
But, whatever be the opinion of that illustrious citizen, con
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sideJations of personal delicacy should dissuade us from
introducing it here.
The honorable member has introduced the subject of religion. Religion is not guarded; there is no bill of rights
declaring that religion should be secure.
Is a bill of rights
a security for religion ? Would the bill of rights, in this
state, exempt the people from paying for _he support of one
particular sect, if such sect were exclusixely established by
law ? If there were a majority of one sect, a bill of righls
would be a poor protection for liberty.
Happily for the st,ites,
they enjoy the utmost freedom of religion.
This freedom
arises from that multiplicity of sects which pervades America,
and which is the best and only security lbr religious liberty
in any society; for where there is such a variety of sects,
there cannot be a majority of any one sect to oppress and
persecute the rest.
Fortunately for this commonweahh, a
majority of the people are decidedly against any exclusive
establishment.
1 believe it to be so in the other states.
There is not a shadow of right in the general government to
intermeddle with religion.
Its least interference
with it
would be a most flagrant usurpation.
1 can appeal to my
uniform condut.t on this subject, that I have warmly supported
religious freedom.
It is better that this security should be
depended upon from the general legislature, than from one
particular state.
A particular state might concur in one
religious project.
But the United States abound in such a
variety of sects, that it is a strong security against religious
persecution;
and it is sufficient to authorize a conclusion,
that no one sect will ever be able to outnumber or depress
the rest.
I will not travel over that extensive tract which the honorable member has traversed.
1 shall not now take'notice
of all his desultory objections.
As occasions arise, I shall
answer them.
It is worthy of observation, on this occasion, that the honorable gentleman himself seldom fails to contradict the al_uments of gentlemen
or, tha'. side of the question,
for
example, he strongly complains that the federal government,
from the number of its memlmrs, will make an addition to
tae public expense too formidable to be borne ; and yet he_
and other gentlemen on the same side, obiect that the number of representatives is too small, though ten men are more
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than we are entitled to under the existing system!
How
can these contradictions be reconciled ? If we are to adopt
any efficient government at all, how can we discover or
establish such a system, if it be thus attacked ? Will it be
possible to form a rational conclusion upon contradictory
principles ? If arguments of a contradictory nature were to
be brought against the wisest and most admirable system to
the formation of which human intelligence is competent, it
never could stand them.
He has acrimoniously inveighed against the government,
because such transactions as Congress think require secrecy,
may be concealed;
and particularly those which relate to
treaties.
He admits that, when a treaty is forming, secrecy
is proper; but urges that, when actually made, the public
ought to be made acquainted with every circumstance relative to it. The policy of not divulging the most important
transactions, and negotiations of nations, such as those which
relate to warlike arrangements
and treaties, is universally
admitted.
The congressional proceedings are to be occa
sionally published, including all receipts and expenditures of
public money, of which no part can be used but in consequence of appropriations made by law.
This is a security
which we do not enjoy under the existing system.
That
part which authorizes the government to withhold from the
public knowledge
what in their judgment
may require
secrecy, is imitated from the Confederation--that
very
system which the gentleman advocates.
No treaty has been formed, and I will undertake to say
that none will be formed, under the old system, which will
secure to us the actual enjoyment of the navigation of the
Mississippi.
Our weakness precludes us from it. We are
entitled to it; but it is not under an inefficient government
that we shall be able to avail ourselves fully of that right.
I most conscientiously believe that it will be far better secured
under the new government than the old, as we shall be more
able to enforce our right.
The people of Kentucky will
have an additional safeguard from the change of system.
The strength and respectability of the Union will secure
them in the enjoyment of. that right till that country becomes
sufficiently populous.
When this happens, they will be able
_ retain it in spite of every opposition.
I can never admit that seven states are disposed to sur
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render that, navigation. Indeed, it never was the case. Some
of their most distinguished characters are decidedly opposed
to its relinquishment.
When its cession was proposed by
the Southern States, the Northern States opposed it. They
still oppose it. New Jersey directed her delegates to oppose
it, and is strenuously against it. The same sentiments pervade Pennsylvania:
at least, I am warranted to say so from
the best information which I have. Those states, added to
the Southern States, would be a majority against it.
The honorable gentleman, to obviate the force of my observations with respect to concurrent collection of taxes nnder
different authorities, said that there was no interference between the concurrent collection of parochial, county, and
state taxes, because they all radiated from tile same c'entre,
but that this was not the ease with the general governe:ent.
To make use of the gentleman's own terms, the concurrent
collections under the authorities of the general government
and state governments all radiate from the people at large.
The people is their common superior. The sense of the
people at large is to be the predominating spring of their actions.
This is a sufficient security against interference.
Our attention was called to our commercial interest, and
at the same time the landed interest was said to be in danger.
If those ten men, who were to be chosen, be elected by
landed men, and have land themselves, can the electors have
any thing to apprehend ? If the commercial interests be in
danger, why are we alarmed about the carrying trade ? Why
is it said that the carrying states will preponderate, if commerce be in danger ? With respect to speculation, I will
remark that stock-jobbing has prevailed more or less in all
countries, and ever will, in some degree, notwithstanding any
exertions to prevent it. If you judge from what has happened under the existing system, any change would render
a melioration probable.
FltH)AY,

June

13, 17_.

Mr. NICHOLAS urged that the Convention should either
proceed according to the original determination, clause by
clause, or rescind that order, and go into the Constitution
at large.
Mr. HENRY opposed the motion as to taking up the subieet clause by clause.
He thought it ought to be considered
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at large.
He observed that, among a great variety of subjects, the business of the Mississippi had taken up a great
deal of time.
He wished, betbre they should take le,_ve of
that subject, that the transactions of Congress relative to the
navigation of that river should be communicated to the Convention, in order that they might draw their conclusions from
tile best source.
For this purpose, he hoped that those gentlemen who had been then in Congress, and the present
members of Congress who were in Convention, would communicate what they knew on the subject.
He declared that
he did not wish to hurt the feelings of the geutlemen who had
been in Congress, or to reflect on any private character; hut
that, for the information of the Convention, he was desirous
of havin_ the most authentic and faithful account of facts.
Mr. NYlCHOLAS had no objection to Mr. Henry's proposal.
Mr. MADISON then declared that, if the honorable gentleman thought that he had given an incorrect account of
the transactions relative to the Mississippi, he would, on a
thorough and complete iuvestigation, find himself mistaken ;
that he had his information from his own knowledge, and
from a perusal of the documents and papers which related to
those transactions;
that it had always been his opinion that
the policy which had for its object the relinquishment of that
river was unwise, and the mode of conducting it was still
more exceptionable.
He added, that he had no objection to
have every light on the subject that could tend to elucidate it.
Mr. NICHOLAS
hoped that, after the information should
be given respecting that river, they would confine themselves
to the order of the house.
The Convention then resolved itself into a committee of
the whole Convention, to take into further consideration the
proposed Constitution, and more particularly for the purpose
of receiving iuformation concerning the transactions of Congress relative to the Mississippi. _ Mr. WYTHE in the chair.
On motion, the acts and resolutions of Assembly relative
to the Mississippi were read.
Mr. LEE (of Westmoreland)
then, in a short speech, n
rated several congressional transactions respecting that river,
and strongly asserted that it was the inflexible and determined resolution of Congress never to give it up; that the
secretary of foreign affairs, who was authorized to form a
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treaty ,aJth Gardoqui, the Spanish ambassador, had positive
directions not to assent to give up that navigation, and that
it never had been their intention or wish to relinquish it ; that,
on the contrary, they earnestly wished to adopt the best plan
of securing it.
After some desultory conversation, Mr. MONROE spoke
as follows : Mr. Chairman, my conduct respecting the trans
actions of Congress, upon this interesting subjeot, since my
return to the state, has been well known to many worthy
gentlemen here.
I have often been called upon betbre this,
in a public line, and particularly in the last Assembly, whilst
I was present, for information of these transactions; but have
heretofore declined it, and for reasons that were held satisfactory.
Being amenable, upon the principles of the federal
compact, to the legislature tbr my conduct ill Congress, it
cannot be doubted, if required, it was my duty to obey their
directions;
but that honorable body thought it best to dispense with such demand.
The right in this assembly is unquestionably
more complete, having powers paramount to
that ; but even here I could wish it had not been exerted, as
I understand it to be, by going into committee for that purpose. Before, however, I enter into this subject, I cannot but
observe it has given me pain to hear it debated, by honorable
gentlemen, in a manner that has appeared not altogether free
from exception.
For they have not gone into it fully, and
given a proper view of the transactions in every part, but of
those only which preceded and were subsequent to that
whi,'h has been the particular object of inquirya conduct
that has seemed so much calculated to make an impression
favorable to their wishes in the present instance.
But, in
making this observation, I owe it to those gentlemen to declare that it is my opinion such omission has proceeded not
fi'om intention, but their having ibrgotten facts, or from some
cause not obvious to me, and which I make no doubt they
will readily explain.
The policy of this state respecting this river has always
been the same.
It has contemplated
but one object _ the
opening it for the use of the inhabitants whose interest depended on it; and in this she has, in my opinion, shown her
wisdom and magnanimity,
l may, I believe, with propriety
say that all the measures that have at any time been taken
.by Congress for that purpose were adopted at the .;nstance

Mosaom]

VIRGINIA.

335

of this state.
There was a time, it is true, sir, wnen even
this state in some measure abandoned the object, by authorizin_ this cession to the court of Spain.
But let us take all
circumstances into view, as they were at that time, and I am
persuaded it will by no means show a departure from this
liberal and enlightened
system of policy, ahhough it may
manifest an accommodation to the exigencies which pressed
on us at the time.
Tile Southern States were overrun, and
ill possession of the enemy.
The governments of South Carolina and Georgia were prostrate, and opposition there at an
end. North Carolina made but a feeble resistance; and
Virginia herself was greatly harassed by the enemy in force
at thtt time in the heart of tile country, and by impressments tbr her own and the defe.nce of the Southern States.
In addition to this, the finances of the United States were in
a deplorable condition, if not totally exhausted ; and France,
our ally, seemed anxious for peace; and, as the means of
bringing the war to a more happy and speedy conclusion,
the object of this cession was the hopes of uniting Spain in
it, with all her tbrces.
If I recollect aright, Ioo, at this moment the minister of the United States at the court of Madrid, informed Congress of tile difficulty he found in prevailing upon that court to acknowledge our independence, or
take any measure in our fhvor; and suggested the jealousy
with which it viewed our settlements in the western countLv, and the probability of better success provided we would
cede the navigation of this river, as the consideration.
The
latter circumstances were made known to the legislature,
and they had their weight.
All inferior objects must yield
to the safety of society itsel|:
A resolution passed to that
effect. An act of Congress likewise passed, and the minister of the United States had full authority to relinquish
this valuable right to that court, upon the condition above
stated.
But what was the issue of this proposition ? Was
any treaty made with Spain that obtained an acknowledgment of our independence, although at war with Great Britain, and such acknowledgment
would have cost her nothing ?
Was a loan of money accomplished ? In short, does it appear that even Spain herself thought it an object cf any importance ? So soon as the war ended, this resolution was
rescilrded. The power to m _ke such a treaty was revoked. So
that this system of policy was dep:lrted from, only for a short
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time, for the most important ol!ject that can be conceived,
and resumed again as soon as it possibly could be.
After the peace, it became the business of Congress to investigate the relation of these states to the diffi,rent powers
of the earth, in a more extensive view than they had hitherto
done, and particularly in the commercial line, and to make
arrangements for entering into treaties with them on such
terms as might be mutually beneficial for each party.
As the
result of the deliberations of that day, it was resolved, " That
commercial treaties be formed, if possibh;, with said powers,
(those of Europe in particular, Spain included,) upon similar
principles, and three commissioners, Mr. Adams, Mr. Franklin, and Mr. Jefferson, be appointed for that purpose."
So
that an arrangement
for a treaty of commerce with Spain
had already been taken.
Whilst these powers were in tbrce,
a representative from Spain ar,'ived, authorized to treat with
the United States on the interfering claims of the two
nations respecting the Mississippi, and the boundaries, and
other concerns wherein they were respectively interested.
A similar commission was given to the honorable the secretary of foreign affairs, ou the part of the United States, with
these ulttmata: " That he enter into no treaty, compact, or
convention whatever, with the said. representative of Spain,
which did not _pnlate
our right to the navigation o_fthe
Mississippi, and the boundaries as established in our treat)
with Great Britain."
And thus the late negotiation commenced, and under auspices, as I supposed, very favorable to
the wishes of the United States; for Spain had become sellsible of the propriety of" euhivating the friendship of the
states.
Knowing our claim ro the navigation of this river,
she h.:ld sent a minister hither principally to tre_,t on that
point ; and the time would i_ot be remote when, under the
i,_creasing population of that country, the inhabitants would
be able to open it without our assistance or her consent.
These circumstances being considered, was it not presumable
she intended to make a merit of her concession to our wishes, and to agree to an accommodation upon that subject, th;_t
would not only be satisfactory, btlt highly pleasing to the
United States ?
But what was the issue of this negotiation ? How was
it terminated?
Has it forwarded the particular object in
,,row, Mrotherwise promoted tl_e interest and the harmony of
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the states, or any of them ? Eight or ten months elapsed
without any communications
of its progress to Congress.
At length a letter was received from the secretary, stating
that difficulties had arisen in his negoti_ttion with the representative of Spain, which, in his opiniou, should be so managed, as that even their existence should remain a secret for
the present; and proposing that a committee be appointed,
with full power to direct and instruct him hi every case rela
tire to the proposed treaty.
As the only ultimata ill his instructions respected the Mississippi and the boundaries, it
readily occurred that these occasioned the difficulties alluded
to, and were those he wished to remove.
And for many
reasons this appeared, at least to me, an extraordinary proposition. By the Articles of Confederation, nine states are
necessary, to enter into treaties.
The instruction is the
foundation of the treat)' ; for, if it is formed agreeably thereto, good faith requires that it be ratified.
The practice of
Congress hath also been always, I believe, in conformity to
this idea. The instructions under which our commercial
treaties have been made were carried by nine states.
Those
under which the secretary now acted were passed by nine
states. The proposition then would be, that the powers
which, under the Constitution, nine states only were competent to, should be transferred to a committee, and the
object, thereby to disengage himself fi'om the ultimata already
mentioned in his existing instructions.
In this light the
subject was taken up, and on these principles discussed.
The secretary, Mr. Jay, being at length called before Congress to explain the difficulties mentioned in his letter, presented to their view the project of a treaty of commerce,
vontaining, as he supposed, advantageous stipulations ill our
favor, in that line; in consideration for which, we were to
contract to forbear the use of the navigation of the River
Mississippi for the term of twenty-five or thirty years; and
he earnestly advised our adopting it.
The subject now took a decided form : there was no further ambiguity in.it; and we were surprised, for reasons
that have been already given, that he had taken up the sub
jeet of commerce at all. We were greatly snrprised that it
should form the prim-ilSal ohject of the prqjeet, and that a
partial or tempor,lry sacrifice of th-tt interest, for the advancement of which the negotiation was set on foot should
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be the consider_tion proposed to be given for it, But the
honorable secretary urged that it was necessary to stand
well with Spain; that the commercial project was a beneficial one, and should not be neglected ; that a stipulation to
forbear the use contained an acknowledgment,
on her part,
of the right in the United States; that we were in no condition to take the river, and therefore gave nothing for it;
with other reasons, which, perhaps, I have ibrgotten;
tbr
the subject in detail has nearly escaped my memol3.
We
differed with the honorable secretary ahnost in every respect.
We admitted, indeed, the propriety of standing w+'ll with
Spain, but supposed we might accomplish that end at least on
equal terms.
We considered the stipulation to forbear the
use as a species of barter that should never be countenanced
in the councils of the American states, since it might tend
to the destruction of society itself; for a forbearance of
the use of one rivet" might lead to more extensive consequences--to
the Chesapeake, the Potomac, or any other of
the rivers that emptied into it. In short, that the councils
of the confederacy should be conducted with more magnanimity and candor--they
should contemplate the benefit of
all parts upon common principles, and not the sacrifice of
one part for that of another.
There appeared to us a material difference betn'een stipulating by treaty to forbear tile
use, and not being able to open the river: the tbrmer would
be considered by the inhabitants of the western country as an
act of hostility ; the latter might be.justified by our inability.
And with respect to the commercial part of the prqject, we
really thought it an ill-advised one, on its ox.vn merits solely.
Thus was this project brought before Congress, and, so
far as I recollect, in this tbrm, and upou these principles.
It was the suh.ject of tedious and lengthy discussion in that
honorable body.
Every distinct measure that was taken I
do not remember, nor do I suppose it of consequence.
1
have shown the outlines of the transaction, which is, if I apprehend riChtly, all that the committee wish to possess.
"Fhe comm[mications of the secretary were referred to a
ommirtee of the whole house.
The delegates of the seven
easternmost states voted that the tdtimatum in the secretary's
instructions be repeah:d; _ hich was reFarted to the house,
and entered on the journal, by the secretary of Congress,
that the _tuestion was carried.
Upon this entry, a constitu-
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uonal question arose to this effect: "Nine states being
necessary, by the federal Constitution, to give an instruction
and seven having repealed a p:_rt of an instruction so given.
for the formation of a treaty with a foreign power, so as to
alter its import, and authorize, under the remainin._ part
thereof, the formation of a treaty, on principles altogeth,.r
different from what the said instruction originally contemplated,can such remaining part be considered as in force,
and constitutionally obligatory ?"
We pressed on Congress
for a decision on this point often, but without effi_ct.
Notwithstanding
this, I understood it was the intention
of the secret_ry to proceed, and conclude a treaty, in conformity to his prqject, with the minister of Spain.
In this
situation I left Congress.
What I have since heard belongs
not to me to discover.
Othgr gentlemen have more complete
information of this business, in the course it has taken, than
I can possibly have been able to obtain ; for having done my
duty whilst there, I left it tbl" others who succeeded me to perform theirs, and I have made but little further inquiry respecting it. The animated pursuit that was made of this ol!ject,
required, and, I believe, received, as firm an opposition.
The
Southern States were on their guard, and warmly opposed
it. For my part, I thought it my duty to use every effort in
Congress for the interest of the Southern States.
But st) far
as depended on me, with my official character it ceased.
With many of those gentlemen, to whom I ahvays considered
it as my particular misfortune to be opposed, I am now in
habits of correspondence and friendship, and I am concerned
for the necessity which h:_s given birth to this relation.
Whether the delegates of those states spoke the language
of daeir constituents_whether
it may be considered as the
permanent interest of such states to depress the growth and
increasing population of the western country--are
points
which I cammt pretend todeter,nine.
I must observe, however, th'_t I ahvays supposed it would, for a variety of reasons, prove injurious to every part of the confederaey.
These
are well understood,
and need not be dilated on here.
It,
Q
however, such should be the interest of seven states, let gen
th'men contemplate the consequences in the operation of the
g_vernment, as it applies to this subject.
I have always been
or"opinion, sir, that the American states, as to all national
ol@cts, had, in every respect, a common interest.
Few per-
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sons would be willing to bind them together by a stronger
or more indissoluble bond, or give the national government
more powers, than myself.
I only wish to prevent it from
doing harm, either to states or individuals; and the rights
and interests of both, in a variety of instances in which they
are now left unprotected,
might, in my opinion, be better
guarded.
If I have mistaken any facts, honorable gentlemen
will correct me. If I have omitted any, as it has not been
intentional, so I shall be happy with their assistance to supply the defect.
Mr. Monroe added several other observations, the purport
of which was, that the interest of the western country would
not be as secure, under the proposed Constitution, as under
the Confederation;
because, under the latter system, the
Mississippi could not be relinquished without the consent of
nine states--whereas,
by the former, he said, a majority, or
seven states, could yield it. His own opinion was, that it
would be given up by a majority of the senators present in
the Senate, with the President, which would put it in the
power of less than seven states to surrender it; that the
Northern States were inclined to yield it; that it was their
interest to prevent an augmentation of the southern influence
and power; and that, as mankind in general, and states in
particular, were governed by interest, the Northern States
would not fail of availing themselves of the opportunity,
given them by the Constitution, of relinquishing that river,
in o,'der to depress the western country, and prevent the
southern interest from preponderating.
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman was mistaken when he supposed that I said seven states
had absolutely voted to surrender the navigation of the Mississippi.
I only spoke of the general disposition of the states,
which I alleged to lie actuated by interest ; that consequently
the carrying states were necessarily inclined against the extension of the interest and influence of the productive states ;
and that, therefore, they would not favor any measure to extend the settlements to the westward.
I wished not to enter into this discussion, for the reasons
mentioned by my honorable friend.
Secrecy was required
on this subject.
I told Congress that imFosing secrecy, on
such, a great occasion, was unwarrantable.
However, as it
was not given up, I conceived myself under some restraint
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But since it has come before the committee, and they desire
to develop the subject, I shall stand excused for mentioning
what I know of it. My honorable friend gave a very just
account of it, when he said that the Southern States were
on their guard, and opposed every measure tending to relinquish or waive that valuable right. They would not agree
to negotiate, but on condition that no proposition whatever
should be made to surrender that great right. There was a
dispute between this country and Spain, who claimed one
half of Georgia, and one half of Kentucky, or, if not that
proportion, a very considerable part, as well as the absolute
and exclusive navigation of the Mississippi. The Southern
States thought that the navigation of the Mississippi should
not be trusted to any hands but those in which the Confederation had placed the right of making treaties. That system required the consent of nine states for that purpose.
The secretary for foreign affairs was empowered to adjust
the interfering claims of Spain and the United States with
the Spanish minister; but, as my honorable friend said, with
an express prohibition of entering into any negotiation that
would lead to the surrender of that river. Affairs continued
in this state for some time. At length a proposition was
made to Congress, not directly, but by a side wind. The
first proposal was, to take off the fetters of the secretary.
When the whole came out, it was found to be a proposal to
cede tile Mississippi to Spain for twenty-five or thirty years,
(for it was in the disjunctive,) in consideration of certain
commercial stipulations. In support of this proposal, it was
urged that the right was in him who surrendered; and that
their acceptance of a temporary relinquishment was an acknowledgment of our right, (which would revert to us at the
expiration of that period,) that we could not take by war :
th_,t the thing was useless to us, and that it would be wfse
and politic to give it up, as we were to receive a beneficial
compensation for that temporary cession. Congress, after a
great deal of animosity, came to a resohltion which, in my
opinion, violated the Confederation. It was resolved, by
seven states, that the prohibition in the secretary's instruction should be repealed ; whereby the unrepealed part of his
instructions authorized him to make a treaty, yielding that
inestimable navigation, although, by the Confederation, nine
states were necessary to concur in the formation ot a treaty !

_2

DEBATES.

[GRAYSON

How, then, could seven states constitutionally adopt any
measure, to which, by the Constitution, nine states alone
were competent ? It was entered on the journals, and transmitted to the secretary of foreign a_lirs, for his direction in
his neg_)tiation with the Spanish minister.
If I Jecoilect rightly, by the law of nations, if a negotiator
makes a treaty, in consequence of a power received from a
sovereign authority,, non-compliance with his stipulations is
a just cause of war. The opposition suggested (whether
wrong or not let this house determine) that this was the
case; that the proceedings were repugnant to the principles
and express letter of the Constitution; and that, if the compact which the secretary might form with the Spanish minister should not be complied with, it would be giving Spain a
just cause of quarrel; so that we should be reduced to the
dilemma of either violating the Constitution by a compliance,
or involving us in a war by a non-compliance.
The opposition remonstrated
against these transactions,
(and their
remonstrance
was entered on the journal,)and
took every
step for securing this great national right.
In the course of
the debates in Congress on this subject, which were warm
and animated, it was urged that Congress, by the law of
nations, had no right, even with the conse.nt of nine states,
to dismember the empire, or relinquish any part of the territory, appertaining to the aggregate society, to any fiweign
power.
Territorial dismemberment,
or the relinquishment
of any other privilege, is the highest act of a sovereign
power.
The right of ter,'itory has ever been considered as
most sacred, and ought to be guarded in the most particular
and cautious manner.
Whether that navigation be secure
on this principle, by the new Constitution, I will not pretend
to determine.
I will, however, say one thing.
It is not
well guarded under the old system.
A maiority of seven
states are disposed to yield it. I speak not of any particular
characters.
I have the charity to suppose that all mankind
act on the best motives.
Suffice it for me to tell direct and
plain facts, and leave the conclusion with this honorable
house.
It has been urged, by my honorable friend on the other
side, (Mr. Madison,) that the Eastern States were averse
to surrender it during the war, and that the Southern States
proposed it themselves, and wished to yield it. My honor-
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able friend last up has well accounted for. this disgraceful
offer, and I will account for the refusal of the Eastern States
to surrender it.
Mr. Chairman, it is no new thing to you to discover thrse
reasons. It is well known that the Newfoundland fisheries
and the Mississippi are balances for one another ; that the
possession of one tends to the preservation of the other.
This accounts for the eastern policy.
They thought that,
if the Mississippi was given up, the Southern States would
give up the right of the fishery, on which their very existence
depends.
It is not extraordinary,
therefore, while these
great rights of the fishery depend on such a variety of eireumstanees,--the
issue of war, the success of negotiations,
and numerous other causes, Qthat they should wish to preserve this great counterbalance.
What has been their conduct
since the peace ? When relieved from the apprehensions
of losing that great advantage, they are solicitous of securing
a superiority of influence in the national councils.
They
look at the true interest of nations.
Their language has
been, " Let us prevent any new states from rising in the
western world, or they will outvote us--we
shall lose our
importance, and become as nothing in the scale of nations.
If we do not prevent it, our countrymen will remove to those
places, instead of going to sea, and we shall receive no partitular tribute or advantage from them. ))
This, sir, has been the language and spirit of their policy,
and I suppose ever will be. The Mississippi is not secured
under the old Confederation ; but it i,s better secured by that
system than by the new Constitution.
By the existing
system, nine states are necessary to yield it. A few states
('an give it away by tins paper on your fable. But I hope it
wil! never he put in the power of a less number than nine
states. Jersey, we are told, changed her temper on that
great occasion.
I believe that that mutability depended
o3Dcharacters.
But we have lost another state--Maryland.
For, from fortuitous circumstances, those states deviated
from their natural character--Jersey
in not giv)ng up the
rizht of the Mississippi, and MaLvland in gawng it up.
Whatever be their object, each departed from her natural
disposition.
It is with great reluctance I have said any
thing on the subject, and if I have misrepresented facts, I
wish to he corrected.
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Mr. HENRY. thenarose,
and requested
thatthehonorablegentleman
(Mr.Monroe)would discover
therest
of the
project,
andwhatSpainwas todo,on herpart,
asan equivalent
forthecession
oftheMississippi.
Mr. MONROE.
Mr. Chairman,I do not thoroughly
recollect
everycircumstance
relative
to thisproject.
But
there
was tobe a commercial
intercourse
betweentheUnited
States
andSpain. We aretobcallowed
tocarryourproduce to the ports
ofSpain,and the Spaniards
tohavean
equalright
of trading
hither.Itwas stipulated
thatthere
should
be a reciprocity
ofcommercial
intercourse
and benefitsbetween the subjects of Spain and the citizens of the
United States. The manufhctures of Spain were to be
freely imported and vended in this country, and our manufactures to be carried to Spain, &zc.,without obstruction;
and both parties were to have mutual privileges in point of
commercial intercourse and connection. This, sir, is the
amount of the project of Spain, which was looked upon as
advantageous to us. I thought myself that it was not. I
considered Spain as being without manufactures--as
the
most slow in the progress of arts, and the most unwise with
respect to commerce, of all nations under the sun, (in which
respect I thought Great Britain the wisest.) Their gentlemen and nobles look on commerce with contempt. No
man of character among them will undertake it. They
make little discrimination with any nation. Their character
is to shut out all nations, and exclude every intercourse with
them; and this would be the case with respect to us.
Nothing is given to us, by this project, bot what is given to
all other nations. It is bad policy, and unjustifiahle, on such
terms to yield that valuable right. Their merchants have
great stocks in trade. It is not so with our merchants.
Our people require encouragement. Mariners must be
encouraged. On a review of these circumstances, I thought
the project unwise and impolitic.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, it is extremely disagreeable to me to enter into this discussion, as it is foreign
to the object of our deliberations here, and may, in the opinion of some, tend to sully the reputation of our public councils. As far as my memory will enable me, I will develop
the subject. We shall not differ from one another with respect to facts: perhaps we may differ with respect to princi-

MADISON.]

VIRGINIA..

3-I.5

ples. I will take the liberty to observe taat I was led,
before, to make some observations which had no relation to
the subject under consideration, as relative to the western
country, to obviate suggestions of gentlemen which seemed
to me to be groundless.
[ stated that there was a period
when the Southern States were advocates for the alienation
or suspension, of the right to the Mississippi, (I will not say
which,) and the Eastern States were against both. I meution this to show that there was no disposition in that part
to surrender that right, or dispose of that country.
1 do suppose that the fishery had its influence on those states.
No
doubt it was the case.
For that and other reasons, they still continue against the
alienation ; for it might lessen the seeurity of retaining the
fishery.
From the best information, it never was the sense of
the people at large, or the prevailing character of the Eastern
States, to approve of the measure.
If interest, sir, should
continue to operate on them, I humbly conceive that they
will derive more advantage from holding the Mississippi than
even the Southern States; tbr, if the carrying business be
their natural province, how can it be so much extended and
advanced as by giving encouragement
to agriculture in
the western country, and having the emolument of carrying
their produce to market ? The carrying trade must depend
on agriculture, for its support, in a great measure.
In what
place is agrieuhure so capable of improvement and great
extension as in the western country ? But whatever considerations may prevail in that quarter, or any other, respecting their interest, I think we may fairly suppose that
the consideration which the honorable member mentioned,
and which has been repeated,_I
mean the emigratiolJs
which are going on to the westward, _ must produce the
same effect as to them which it may produce with respect
to us. Emigrations are now going on from that quarter, as
well as fi'om this state.
I readily eolflbss that neither the old Confederation
no_
the new Constitution involves a right to give up the navigation
of the _Iississippi.
It is repugnant to the law of nations.
I have always thought and said so. Although the right be
denied, there may be emergencies which will make it necessary to make a sacrifice.
But there is a material difference
between emergencies of safety in time of war, and those
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which may relate to mere commercial regulations. You
might, on solid grom,ds, deny, in peace, what you give up in
war. I do not conceive, however, that there is that extreme
aversion, in the minds of the people of the Eastern States, to
emigrate to the westward, which was insinuated by my honorable friend. Particular citizens, it cannot be doubted,
may he averse to it; but it is the sense of the people at
large which will direct the public measures. We find, from
late arrangements made between Massachusetts and New
York, that a very considerable country to the westward of
New York was disposed of to Massachusetts, and by Massachusetts to some individuals, to conduct emigrants to that
country.
There were seven states who thought it right to give
up the navigation of the Mississippi, for twenty-five years,
for several reasons which have been mentioned.
As
far as I can recollect, it was nearly as my honorable friend
said. But they had no idea of absolutely alienating it. I
think one material consideration which governed them was,
that there were grounds of serious negotiation between
Great Britain and Spain, which might bring on a coalition
between those nations, which might enable them to bind us
on different sides, permanently withhold that navigation from
us, and injure us in other respects materially. The temporary cession, it was supposed, would fix the permanent
right in our favor, and prevent that dangerous coalition. It
Js but justice to myself to say that, however plausible the
reasons urged ibr its temporary cession may have been, they
never convinced me of its utility. I have uniformly disapproved of it, and do now.
With respect to the secretary of foreign affairs, I am intimately connected with him. I shall say nothinz,_of his
abilities, and attachment to his country. His character is
established in both respects. He has given a train of reasoning which governed him in his project. If he was mistaken, his integrity and probity more than compensate for
the error. I am led to think there is no settled disposition in
seven states to give up that object, because New Jersey, on a
fiirther consideration of the subject, actually gave instructions
to her delegates to oppose it. And what was the ground of
this ? I do not know the extent and particular reasons of her
instructions. But I recollect that a material consideration
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was, that the cession of that river would diminish the vah,e
of the western country, (which was a common fund for the
United States,) and would, consequently, tend Io impoverish
their public treasury.
These, sir, were rational grounds.
Give me leave, sir, mas I am upon this subject, and as
the honorable gentleman has raised a question whether it
be not more secure under the old than the new Constitution,
to differ from him. I shall enter into the reasoning which,
in n_v mind, renders it more secure under the new system.
Two thirds of the senators present, (which will be nine
states, if all attend to their duty,) and the President, must
concur in every treaty which can be made. Here are two
distinct and independent
branches, which must agree to
every treaty. Under the existing system, two thirds of the
states must concur to |brm a treaty.
But it is but one body.
Gentlemen may reason and conclude differently on this subject.
I own that, as far as 1 have any rights, which are but
trivial, I would rather trust them to the new than the old
overnment.
Besides, let me observe that the House of
epresentatives will have a material influence on the government, and will be additiohal security in this respect.
But there is one thing which he mentioned which merits attention.
If commercial policy be a source of great danger,
it will have less influence in the new system than in the
old ; for, in the House ot" Representatives,
it will have little
or no hffluence.
They are drawn from the landed interest,
taken from the states at large, and many of them from the
western country; whereas the present members of Congress
have been taken from the Atlantic side of the continent.
When we calculate the dangers that may arise in any case,
we judge from the rules of proportion and chances of numbers. The people at large choose those who elect the President.
The weight of population will be to the southward,
if we include the western country.
There will then be a
majority of the people in favor of this right.
As the President must be influenced by the sense and interest of his
electors, as far as it depends on him, (and his agency in
making treaties is equal to that of the Senate,) he will oppose the cession of that navigation.
As far as the influence
of the representatives goes, it will also operate in favor of this
right.
The power of treaties is not lodged in the senators
of particular states.
Every state has an equal weight.
If
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ten senatorscan make a treaty,ten senatoj's
can prevent
one from beingmade. It isfroma supposition
thatallthe
southerndelegates
willbe abselrt,
thattensenators,
ortwo
thirds of a majority, can give up this river. The possibility
of absence operates equally as much against the Northern
States.
If one fifth of the members present think the
measure erroneous, the votes of the states are to be taken
upon it, and entered on the .journals.
Every gentleman
here ought to recollect that this is some security, as the
people will thereby know those who advocate nuquitous
measures.
If we consider the number of changes in the
members of the government, we shall find it another security.
Bur, after all, sir, what will this policy signify, which
tends to surrender the navigation of the Mississippi? Resolutions of Coz_gress to retain it may be repeated, and reechoed from every part of the Uuited States.
It is not
resolutions of this sort which the people of this country wish
for. Tl.my want an actual possession of the right, and protection m its enjoyment.
Similar resolutions have been
taken, under the existing system, on many occasions.
But
they have been heretofore, and will be hereafter, in my
opinion, nugatory and fruitless, unless a change takes place
which will give energy to the acts of _he government.
I will take the liberty to touch once more on the several
considerations which produced the question, because perhaps
the committee may not yet thoroughly comprehend it. In
justice to those gentlemen who concluded in favor of the
temporary cession, I mention their reasons, although I think
the measure wrong.
The reasons for so doing under the old
system will be done away by the new system.
We could
not, without national dishonor, assert our right to the Mississippi, and suffer any other nation to deprive us of it. This
consideration, with others before mentioned, influenced_theIn.
I admit it was wrong.
But it is sufficient to prove that they
acted on principles of integrity.
Will they not be bound by
honor a,d conscience, when we are able to enjoy and retain
our. right, not to give it up, or suffer it to be interrupted ?
A weak system produced this project. A strong system
will remove the inducement.
For may we not suppose it
will be reversed by a change of system ? I was called up
to say what was its present situation.
There are some eirzumstances within my knowledge which I am not at liberty
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tO communicate to this house. I will not go farther than to
answer the objections of gentlemen.
I wish to conceal no
circumstance which l can relate consistently with my duty
As to matters of fact, I have advanced nothing which I presume will be contradicted.
On matters of opinion we may
differ. Were I at liberty, | could develop some circumstances which would convince this house that this project
will never be revived in Congress, and tha h therefoz'e, no
danger is to he apprehended.
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentle
man last up concluded by leaviug impressions that there
were some circumstances
which, were he at liberty to communicate, would induce this house to believe that the matter
would never be revived.
Were we to exclude from facts and
opinions, or were we to appeal to the resolutions of Cougress,
a very different conclusion would result.
When I was in
Congress last, there was a resolution to apologize to his Catholic Majesty for not making the treaty, and intimating
that, when the situation of things was altered, it might be
done.
Had it not been for one particular circumstance, it
would have been concluded on the terms my honorable friend
mentioned.
When I was last in Congress, the project was
not given over.
Its friends thought it would he renewed.
With respect to the Mississippi and hack lands, the Eastern States are willing to relinquish that great and essential
right; for they consider the consequences of governing the
Union as of more importance
than those considerations
which he mentioned should induce them to favor it.
But, says the honorable gentleman, there is a great difference between actually giving it up altogether, and a temporary cession.
If the right was given up for twenty-five
years, would this country be ahle to avail herself of her right,
and re.sume it at the expiration of that period ? If ever the
house of Bourbon should be at war with all Europe, then
would be the golden opportunity of regaining it. Without
this, we never could wrest it from the house of Bourhon, the
branches of which always support each other.
If things continue as they are now, emigrations will coninue to that country.
The hope that this great national
right will be retained, will induce them to go thither.
But
take away that hope, by g_ivingup the Mississippi for twentyfive years, and the emigrations will cease.
As interest
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actuates mankind, will they go thither when they know they
cannot enjoy the privilege of navigating that river, or find a
ready market tbr their produce ? There is a majority of
states which look tbrward with anxiety to the benefits of the
commercial project with Spain.
In the course of the Spanish negotiation, our delegation thought of a project which
would be accommodated to their particular interest.
It was
proposed, hy way of compromise, as being' suitable to the
interest of all the states, that the Spanish crown should
make New Orleans a general depository, and that.the growth
of the American states should be sent down fi)r the use of
the Spanish troops; Spain being obliged to foreign nations
for provisions.
This was throwing out a lure to the Eastern
States to carry the produce of that whole country.
But this
temptation did not succeed.
It was thought no object in
their view, when greater objects presented themselves.
It was alleged that the emigration fi'om the Eastern States
will have the same effect as emigration from this country.
I know every step will l_e taken to prevent emigration from
thence, as it will he transferring
their population to tht;
Southern States.
They will coincide in no measure that
will tend to increase the weight or influence of the Southern
States.
There is, therefore, a wide line of distinction between migrations from thence and from hence.
But we are told, in order to make that paper acceptable
to the Kentucky people, that this high act of authority cannot, by the law of nations, be warrantable, and that this
great right cannot be given up. I think so also. But how
will the doctrine apply to America?
After it is actually
given away, can it be reclaimed?
If nine states give it
away, what will the Kentucky people do? Will Grotius and
Puffeudorf relieve them ? If we reason what was do,e _ if
seven states attempted to do what nine states ought to have
done _ you may judge of the attention which will be paid
to the htw of nations.
Should Congress make a treaty to
yield the Mississippi, that people will find no redress in the
law of nations.
But, says he, Massachusetts is willing to protect emigration.
When the act of Coqgress 1assed respecting the settlement
of the western country, and establishing a state there, it
passed in a lucky moment.
I was told that that state was
extremely uneasy about it; and that, in order to retain her
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inhabitants, lands in the province of Maine were lowered to
the price of one dollar per acre. As to the tract of country
conveyed by New York to Massachusetts, neither of them
had a right to it. Perhaps that great line of policy, of keep
ing the population on that side of the continent, in contradistinction to the emigration to the westward of us, actuated
Massachusetts in that transaction.
There is no communication between that country and the Mississippi.
The two
great northern communications are by the North River, and
by the River St. Lawrence, to the Mississippi.
But there
is no communic._tion between that country, where the people of Massachusetts emigrate, and the Mississippi ; nor do
I believe that there ever will be one traveller fi'om it thither.
I have a great regard for the secretary of fi_reign aft:airs.
Ill my opinion, all America is under great obligations to him.
But I differed ill opinion with him.
But the Mississippi is said to be more secure under the
new than the old government.
It is infinitely more secure
under the latter than the former.
How is the fact ? Seven
states wished to pass an affirmative act ceding it. They"
repealed part of the instructions given the secretary, to
enable him to conclude a compact for its cession, and wished
to get nine sta'tes to agree to it. Nine states, by the Confederation, must concur in the formation of treaties.
This
saved it. Only seven states were willing to yield it. But,
by this Constitution, two thirds of the senators present,
with the President, can make any treaty.
A quorum is
fourteen, two thirds of which are ten.
We find, the:n, that
tell members can, at any time, surrender that great and
valuable right.
As seven states are willing to yield it now,
how tile gentleman can reason iu the manner he does, I
caunot CoaC_Jre.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman: I hope, sir, as the honorable gentleman on my left set the example of debating the
merits, that whatever may result as consequences of that example, it may not be attributed to me. I hope that I shall be
indulged in offering a few words in addition to what has been
said. Gentlemen may do what they will. Their reflections
will have no influence on me. It is said that we are scuffling
for Kentucky votes, and attetading to local circumstances.
But if you consider the interests of this country, you will
fi,ld that the interests of Virginia and Kentucky are most in
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timately and vitally connected. When I see the great rights
of the community in real danger, the ideal dangers which
gentlemen speak of dissipate. A union with our western
brethren is highly desirable, alamst on any terms; a union with
them, alone, can lessen or annihilate the dangers arising from
that species of population of which we have been reminded
in the catalogue of dangers which were dwelt npon. They
are at present but few in number, but may be very num_'rous hereafter. If that fatal policy shall take place, you
throw them into the arms of Spain. If Congress should, for
a base purpose, give away this dearest right of the people,
your western brethren w_ll be ruined. We ought to secure
to them that navigation which is necessary to their very existence. If we do rim, they will look upon us as betrayers
of their interest. Shall we appear to care less for their interest than for that of distant people ? When gentlemen tell
us that the change of system will render our western brethren more secure, and that this system will not betray them,
they ought to prove it. When a matte," which respects the
great national interests of America is concerned, we expect
the most decided proofs. Have they given any ? Unless
you keep open the Mississippi, you never can increase in
number. Although your population should go on to an infi'lite de_ree, you will be in the minority in Congress;
and although you should have a right to be the majority, yet
so unhappily is this system of politics constituted, that you
will ever be a contemptible minority. To preserve the balance of American power, it is essentially necessary that the
right of the Mississippi shovld be secured.
But, said the honorable gentleman, the Eastern States
will wish to secure their fishery, and will, therefore, favor
this right. How does he draw the inference ? Is it possible that they can act on that principle ? The principle which
led the Southern States to admit of"the cession, was to avoid
the most dreadful perils of war. But their difficulties are
now ended by peace. Is there any thing like this that can
influence the minds of the people of the north ? Since the
peace, those states have discovered a determined resolution
to give it away. There. was no similar danger to compel
them to yield it. No, sir, they wished to relinquish it.
Without any kind of necessity, they acted in conlbrmity to
their natural disposition, _ith respect to emigrations going
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on in that quarter.
This, though improbable, may be so.
But to say that, because some settlements are going on in
New York, Massachusetts will form a connection with the
Mississippi, is, to my mind, most wonderful indeed.
The
great balance will be in "the southern parts of America.
There is the most extensive and fertile territory.
There is
the happiest geographical position, sitnated contiguously to
that valuable and inestimable river. But the settlement of
that country will not be warranted by the new Constitution,
if it will not be forbidden by it.
No constitution under heaven, founded on principles of
justice, can warrant the relinquishment of the most sacred
rights of society, to promote the interest of one part of
it. Do you not see the danger into which you are going,
to throw away one of your dearest and most valuable rights ?
The people of that country now receive great and valuable
emoluments from that right being protected by the existing
government.
Bt_t they must now abandon them.
For is
there a_y actual security?
Show me any clause in that
paper wl_h ._-azures that great right.
What was the calculation which told you that it would be safer under the
new than under the old government ? In my mind, it was
erroneous.
The honorable gentleman told you that there
were two bodios_ or branches, which must concur to make
a treaty.
Sir, the President, as distinguished from the Senate, is nothin__.
They will combine, and be as one. My
.tp
honorable friend said that ten men, the senators of five
states, could give it up. The present system requires the
consent of nine states.
Consequently,
its security will be
much diminished.
The people of Kentucky, though weak
now, will not let the President and Senate take away this
right.
Look right, and see this abominable policy---consider seriously its fatal and pernicious tendency!
Have we
not that right guarantied to us by the most respectable
power in Europe ? France has guarantied to us our sovereignty and all its appendages.
What are its appendages
Are not the rivers and waters, that wash the shores of the
country, appendages inseparable fi'om our right of sovereiguty?
France has guarantied this right to us in the most
full and extensive manner.
What would have been the
consequences had this project with Spain been completed
and agreed to ? France would have told you, "You have

354

DEBATES.

[tIENRy

given it up yourselves ; you have put ]t on a different foot
ing; and if your bad policy has do,e this, it is your own
folly. You have drawn it on )Tour own heads ; and, as you
have ba,'tered away this valuable right, neither policy nor
.justice will call on me to guaranty what you gave up yourselves."
This language would satisfy the most sanguine
American.
Is there an opinion that any future projects will better
secure you ? If this strong government contended for be
adopted, seven states will give it np forever; tbr a temt;orary cession is, in my opinion, perfectly the same thing.
The thing is so obviously big with danger, that the blind
man himself might see it.
As to the American secretary, the goodness of his private
character is not donbted.
It is public conduct which we
are to inspect.
Tile public conduct of this secretary goes
against the express authority of nine states.
Although he
may be endowed with the most brilliant talents, I have a
right to consider his politics as abandoned.
Yet his private
virtues may merit applause.
You see many attempts made,
which, when brought into actual experiment,
are found to
result from abandoned principles.
The states are geographically situated so and so. Their circumstances
are well
known.
It is suggested, this expedient was only to temporize till a more favorable opportunity.
Will any gentleman
tell me that the business was taken up hastily, when that
vote was take,I in Congress?
When you consider the ability of tile gentlemen who voted in Congress on that question, you must be persuaded that they knew what they were
about.
American interest was fidly understood.
New Jersey. called her delegates fi'om Congress tbr having voted
against this right.
Delegates may be called and instructed
under the present system, but not by the new Constitution.
The measure of tile Jersey delegates was ad_'erse to the interest of that state, and they were recalled for their conduct.
The honorable gentleman has said that the House of Rep
resentatives would give some curb to this business of treaties
respccting the Mississippi.
This is to me incomprehensible.
He will excuse me if I tell him he is exercising his imagination and ingenuity.
Will the honorable ge,_tleman say that
the House of Representatives
will break through their hal-
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ances and checks, and break into the business of treaties _
He is obliged to support this opinion ot his, by supposing
that the checks and balances of this Constitution are to IF:
an impenetrable wall for some purposes, and a mere cobweb
for some other purposes. What kind of Constitution, then,
can this be ? I leave gentlemen to draw the inference.
I
may
have
but my
_otesinurtell
me that
he misunderstood
said the Housethe
of gentleman,
Representatives
mieht
fere, and prevent the Mississippi from being given away.
They have no power to do this by the Constitution.
There
will be a majority against it there also. Can you find oil
the journals the names of those who sacrifice your interest ?
Will they act so imprudently as to discover their own nefarious project ? At present you may appeal to the voice of
the people, and send men to Congress positively instructed
to obey your instructions.
You can recall them if their system of policy be ruinous.
But can you in this governme_t
recall your senators ? Or can you instruct them ? You
cannot recall them.
You may instruct them, and offer
your opinions; but if they think them improper, the_ may
disregard them.
If they give away or sacrifice your most
valuable rights, can you impeach or punish them ? If you
should see the Spanish ambassador bribing one of your
senators with gold, can you punish him ? Yes, you can impeach him before the Senate.
A majority of the Senate
may be sharers in the bribe. Will they pronounce him
guilty who is in the same predicament with themselves?
Where, then, is the security ? I ask not this out of triumph,
but anxiously to know if there be any real security.
The gentleman here observed, what I would not give a
single pin for. The doctrine of chances, it seems, will
operate in our favor. This ideal, figurative doctrine will
satisfy no rational people.
I have said enough to answer
the gentleman as to retaining the navigation.
Give me leave to tell you that, when the great branch of
the house of Bourbon has guarantied to us this right, I wish
not to lean on American strength, which may be employed
to sacrifice it. This present despised system alone has reserved it. It rests on strong grounds--on the arms of France.
The honorable member then told us that he thought the
project would not be revived. Here, again, the doctrine of
chances is introduced.
I will admit that the honorable gen
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tleman can calculate as to future events.
But it is too much
for him to say that it will not be taken up again.
The same
disposition may again revive that nefarious project.
I can
inform him of this mthat the American ambassador advises
to let it rest for the present, which insinuates that it will be
resumed at a more favorable opportunity.
If this be the
language or spirit which causes its suspension, this nefarious,
abominable project will be again introduced the first favorable opportunity.
We cannot fortifv_ the Atlantic Ocean.
The utmost we can do, is to become formidable to the westward.
This will be prevented, if this abominable project be
adopted.
Mr. Henry then added, that, in treating the subject at large, he followed the example of other gentlemen,
and that he trusted he should be permitted to consider it
generally again.
Mr. MADISON
arose, and observed, that the p.articular
ground, on which the abandonment
of that project was
tbunded, was, that it was repugnant to the wishes of a great
part of America.
This i'eason, says he, becomes stronger
and stronger every day, and the sense of America will be
more and more known, and more and more understood.
The project, therefore, will, in all probability, never be revived.
[He added some other observations, which could not
be heard.]
Mr. NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, the arguments used
to-day, on this occasion, astonish me exceedingly.
The
most valuable right of a part of the community has been invaded.
By whom ? By Congress, under the existing system rathe worthy member's favorite Confederation.
Is this
an argument to continue that Confederation ? Does it not
prove that that Confederation
is not sufficient for the
purposes for which it was instituted?
It was doubted
what proportion had a right, on that occasion, to repeal the
prohibitory part of the secretary's instructions.
The Confederation, which makes it a doubt whether they had a right
to sacrifice this right,_whether
seven states, and not nine,
had a right.to make the temporary cession,is tile system
which merits censure.
Yet, by an ingenious and subtile
deviation, this instance is brought against this Constitution.
We have been alarmed about the loss of the Mississippi, in
and out of doors.
What does it all amount to ? It amounts
to an attempt, under the present Confederation, to yield I_
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up. Why have we been told of tile great m_ortance t_ftllis
valuable right?
Every alan knows it. l,_o man has a
greater regard tbr it than I have. But what is the question
which the honorable gentleman ought to ask himself?
/s
this right better secured under the prese,t Co,federation thult
the new government?
This is the sole question.
I beg
leave to draw the attention of the committee to this sul!jcet,
It is objected, by my friend to my left, that two thirds of tlu_
Senate present may advise the President to give up this
right by a treaty, by which five states may rclinquish it. it
is provided, in the first article, that a majority of"each house
shall constitute a quorum to do business;
and then, in
the second article, that the President, by and with the advice
and consent of the Senate, shall have power to make
treaties.
What part of the Senate?
It adds, " Provided
two thirds of the senators concur."
What is the inference ?
That there must be a quorum, and two thirds of the whole
must agree.
I shall t_e told, perhaps, that this construction
is not natural, not the positive construction of the clause.
If the right construction he, that two thirds of a quorum, or
ten senators, may, with the President, make a treaty, _ to
.justify the conclusion, that the Mississippi may be given
away by five states, two most improhable things must concur: first, that, on the important occasion of treaties, ten
senators will neglect to attend ; and in the next place, that
the senators whose states are most interested in heing fidly
represented, will be those who will fail to attend.
I mean
those fi'om the Southern States.
How natm'al this supposition is, I refer to the candor of the committee.
But we
are told that we have every thing to fear .from the Northern
States, because they will prevent an accession of states to
the south.
The policy of states will sometimes change.
This is the case with those states, if, indeed, they were
enemies to the right; and therefore, as I am informed by
very good authority, Congress has admitted Kentucky, as a
state, into the Union.
Then the law of nations will secure
it to them, as the deprivation of territorial rights is obviously
repugnant to that law.
But we are told that we may not trust them, because
self-interest will govern them.
To that interest I will
appeal. You have been told that there was a difference be
tween the states_
that they were naturally divided into
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carrying and non-carrying states.
It is not reasonable to
presume that the advancement of population and agriculture,
in the western country, _vill mostly operate in favor of those
states, who, from their situation, are best calculated to carry
the produce of America to foreign markets.
Besides, as
members of the Union, they will be materially affected by
the sale of the back lands, which will be greatly diminished
in case of the ,'elinquishment of that right.
The same
reason which induced them to erect states there, will also
actuate them on every filture occasion.
But Congress has violated the Confederation.
Shall we
continue, then, under a government which warrants, or cannot prevent violations?
Shall we hesitate to embrace a
government which will check them ? But, says the honorable gentleman over the way, (Mr. Grayson,) the Eastern
States were interested, during the war, in retaining the Mississippi.
But now they have nothing to fear. Will war not
return ? A great part of his argument turns upon that supposition : -- We shall always have peace, and need make no
p,ovision against wars.
ls not this deceiving ourselves ? Is
it not fallacious?
Did there ever exist a nation which, at
some period or other, was not exposed to war?
As there is
no security against future wars, the New England States
will be as much interested in the possession of the Mississippi
hereafter, as the)' were during the war.
But, says he, the
Confederation affords greater security to the western country
than the new government.
Consider it maturely, and you
will find the cootrary to be a fact. The security arising fi'om
the Confederation is said to be this, that nine states must
concur in the formation of a treaty.
It, then, hereafter thirty
sta(es should come into the Union, yet nine states will stiil
be able to make a treaty.
Where, then, is your boasted
security, if nine states can make a treat)', although ever so
many state, s should come into the Union ? On the otlwr
baud', how is this guarded under the new Constitution ? No
certain limited nnmber of states is required to form a treat).
As the number of states will be increasing in the Union, the
security will be increased.
Every new state will hring an
accession of security, because two thirds of the senators must
concur.
Let the number of states increase ever so nmeh,
two thirds of the senators must concur.
According to the
present system, nine states may make a treaty.
It will
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thereforetake five states to prevent a treat), from being made.
If five states oppose a treaty, it cannot be made. Let us
see how it is in the new Constitution. Two thirds of the
senators must agree. Kentucky, added to the other states,
will make fourteen states. Twenty-eight senators will be
the representation of the states, two thirds of which will be
nineteen; and if nine members concur in opposition, the
Senate can do no act. Five states, you a,'c told, have concurred in opposing the rclinquishment of that right. Kentuckyhas come into the Union. She will oppose it naturally.
It may be naturally concluded, then, that there will be at
least twelve members in the Senate against it; so that there
will be several persons in the Senate more than will be sufficient to prevent the alienation or suspension of that river.
Fromthis true representation, it will at least be as secure
underthe new as under the old government.
But, says he, the concurrence of the President to the formationof treaties wi|l be no security. Why so ? Will he
not injure himself, if he injures the states, by concurring in
an injudicious treaty ? How is he elected ? Where will the
majority of the people be ? He told you that the great
weight of population will be in the southern part of the
United States. Their numbers will weigh in choosing the
Presiderrt, as he is elected by electors chosen by"the people
in proportion to their numbers. If the Southern States be
interested in having the Mississippi, and have weight in
choosin_ the President, will he not be a great check in favor
of this right ? Another thing is treated with great contempt.
The House of Representatives, it seems, can have no influence in making treaties. What is the House of Representatives ? Where, says he, are your checks and balances, your
.rope-dancers, &c. ? How is this business done in his favorlte government ? The king of Great Britain can make what
treaties he pleases. But, sir, do not the House of Commons
influence them ? Will he make a treaty manifestly repugnant to their interest ? Will they not tell him he is mistaken in that respect, as in many others ? Will they not
bring the minister who advises a bad treaty to punishment ?
This gives them such influence that they can dictate in what
manner they shall be made. But the worthy member says
that this strong overnment is such a one as Kentucky ought
to dread. Is this just, Mr. Chairman ? Is it just by general
g
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assertions, without arguments or proofs, to cast aspersion_
on it ?
What is the situation of that country ? If she has a right,
and is in possession of the river, I ask the gentleman why
she does not enjoy the fi'uits of her right.
I wish, if she has
th_ river, she would give the people passports to navigate it.
What do they want ? They want a government which will
force from Spain tile navigation of that river. I trust, sir,
that, let the sittration, government, and politics, of Amerida
bc what they nmy, I shall live to see tile time when the inhabitants of that country will wrest from that nation that
right which she is so justly entitled to. If we have that
govermnent which we ought to have, they will have ability
to enforce their right.
But he treats with ridicule the situation of the territory settled by Massachusetts.
They can
have no connection with the Mississippi.
Sir, they are materially affected by the navigation of that river.
The facility
of disposing of their produce, and mtere,_urse with other people, are esseatial interests.
Bot, sir, we have the guaranty of France under the existing system.
What avails this guaranty?
If dependence be
put upon it, why did they not put us in possession, and enable us to derive benefits from it ? Our possession of it is
such that we dare not use it. But the opinion and characters of private men ought to have nothing to do in our discussion.
I wish the gentleman had always thought so. If
he had, these debates would not have been thus lengthened.
But we are not to calculate any thing on New Jersey.
You
are told she gave instructions to her delegates to vote against
the cession of that right.
Will not the same principles continuc to operate on the minds of the people of that state ?
We cannot recall our senators.
We can give them in
_truetions; and if they manifestly neglect our interest, we
have sufficient security against them.
The dread of being
recalled would impair their independence and firmness.
I think that Kentucky has nothing to expect from any one
state alone in America.
She can expect support and succor
alone fi'om a strong, efficient government, which can command the resources of the Union when necessary.
She can
receive no support from the old Confederation.
Consider
the present state of that country.
Declared independent of
Virginia, to whom is she to look up for succor _ No sister
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state call help her. Silo may call on tne present general
government;
but, whatever may be the wish of Congress,
they can give them no relief.
That country contains all my
wishes and prospects.
There is my property, and there I
intend to reside.
I should be averse to the establishment
of any system which would be injurious to it. I flatter
myself that this government will secure their happiness and
liberty.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Since I have seen so many attempts
made, and so many wrong inducements offered, to influence
the delegation from Kentucky, I must, fi'om a regard to
.justice and truth, give my opinion on tile subject.
If I have
no interest in that country, I hope they will consider what
I have to say as proceeding from an impartial mind. m That
the people of Kentucky have an unequivocal right to the
navigation of the Mississippi, by the law of nature and
nations, is clear and undoubted ; though, to my own knowledge, a question has arisen, whether the former connection
of America with Great Britain has not taken it away fi'om
them. There was a dispute respecting the right of Great
Britain to that river, and the United States have only the
same right which the original possessor had, fi'om whom it
was transferred.
I am willing to declare that the right is
complete ; but where is the danger of losing it by the operation of the new government ? The honorable gentleman
tells us that France has guarantied to us the possession of
that river.
We need not trouble ourselves about it. Fr_mce,
he supposes, will do every thing for us. Does this pretended
security enable us to make use of it ? Is there any reasonable motive to induce the government to give it up ? If it
be not give,l up, if the guaranty of France be any security
now, it will be so then.
I wish an honorable gentleman
over the w,_y had known certain facts.
If h_ had, they
must have operated on his mind to refi'ain from making such
observations.
[Here his excellency read the treaty of peace
with Great Britain, defining the boundaries of the United
S_ates.]
He then declared, that, fi'om the most liberal interpretation, it would never _ive the inhabitants a right to pass
through the middle of New Orleans.
I appeal to what the
French ambassador said, in 1781, in Congress _ that America
had no right to the Mississippi.
If the opinion of the am-
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bassador of his Most Christian Majesty, and the treaty, have
any influence, why are we told such things ? There is not
a greater or less degree of power, given by this Constitution,
than is necessary to be given; but whethcr the power of
treaties be improper to be given, or not, to the general government, I only now ask whether there he any real danger
of losing this right.
How man)" senators are there?
Twenty-six,
supposing the United States remain as they
are. We are told that there never were more than se_cn
states willin_ to give it up; so that there were six states
against it. There can be little danger, then, of the lc_,s of
that navigation.
Pennsylvania is interested to m_fiutain the
Mississippi.
Her interest will stimulate her to do it. She
has setttements near Fort Pitt, on the Ohio, which must be
affected greatly by that cession.
If his own arguments be
credited, New Jersey is against it. There is no danger of
her voting the alienation of that right, as she instructed her
delegates to oppose it. The Southern States are naturally
opposed to it. There will, thereibre, he a majority in favor
of the Mississippi_
a majority that does not depend on the
doctrine of chances.
There will be fourteen senators against
twelve, admitting the states to remain as they are.
It will,
moreover, be contrary to the law of nations to relinquish territorial rights.
To make a treat)' to alienate any part of the
United States, will amount to a declaration of war against
the inhabitants of the alienated part, and a general absolution from allegiance.
They will never abandon this great
right.
Are not the states interested in the back lands, as
has been repeatedly observed ? Will not the connection
between the emigrants and those they leave behind them,
serve to strengthen opposition to it ? 3"he gentleman wishes
us to show him a clause which shall preclude Congress from
giving away this right.
It is fi,'st incumbent upon him to
show where the right is given up. There is a prohibition
naturally resulting from the nature of things, it being contradictory and repugnant to reason, and the law of nature and
nations, to yield the most valuable right of a community, for
the exclusive benefit of one particular part of it.
But there is an expression which clearly precludes the
eneral government from ceding the navigation of this river.
the ¢2dclause of the 3d section of the 4th arucle, Congress is empowered " to dispose of, and make all needful
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rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United States."
But it goes on, and
provides that " nothing in this Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice any claims of the United States, or
ally particular state."
Is this a claim of the particular state
of Virginia ? If it be, there is no authority ill the Constitution to prejudice it. If it be not, then we ueed not be told
of it. This is a sufficient limitation and restraint.
But
it has been said that there is no restriction with respect to
making treaties.
The various contingencies which may tbrm
the object of treaties, are, in tht; nature of things, incapable
of definition.
The government ought to have power to provide for every eontingeucy.
The territorial rights of the
states are sufficiently gua,'ded by the provisions just recited.
If you say that, notwithstanding
the most express restriction,
they may sacrifice the rights of the states, then you establish
another doctrine _ that the creature can destroy the creator,
which is the most absurd and ridiculous of all doctrines.
The honorable gentleman has warned us from taking rash
measures that may endanger the rights of that country.
Sir,
if this navigation _be given up, the country adjacent will also
be given up to Spain ; far the possession of the one must be
inseparable from that of the other.
Will not this be a sufficient check on the general government ? This you will admit to be true, unless you carry your suspicion to such an
unlimited length as to imagine that they will, among their
iniquitous acts, destroy and dismember the Union.
As to
the objection of my friend over the way, (Mr. Monroe,) that
so few states could by treaty yield that navigation, it has
been sufficiently answered, and its futility fully detected, by
the gentleman who spoke last.
Another mistake, which my friend over the way has committed, is, that the temporary forbearance of the use of the
Mississippi might lead to the absolute cession of the Chesapeake.
The gentleman has a mind to make up his climax
of imaginary objections, or he never would have suffered
such an idea to obtrude on his mind. Were the Mississippi,
as he says, in danger of being ceded, _which
I deny, _ yet
it could not be a precedent for the relinquishment
of the
Chesapeake.
It never can be put in such a jeopardy.
All
the Atlantic states will oppose a measure of this sort, lest it
should destroy their commerce.
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The consanguinity between the western people and the
inhabitants of the other states would alone have a powerihl
operation to prevent any measures injurious to them fi'om
being adopted.
Let me, in a few words, endeavor to obviate the strong
observations made to the gentlemen from that country,
l
contend that there is no power given to the genera] government to surrender that navigation.
There is a positive prohibition, in the words I have already mentioned, ag_dnst it.
I consider that the policy of the states, and disposition of the
people, make it impossible ; and I conclude that their safety
is at least as great under the new as under the old government.
Let me entreat those gentlemen, whose votes will
be scuffled for, to consider in what character they arc here.
For what have they come hither ? To deliberate on a Constitution, which some have said will secure the liberty and
happiness of America, and which others represent as not calculated for that purpose.
They are to decide on a Constitution for the collective society of the United States.
Will
they, as honest men, not disdain all applications made tc,
them from local interests ? Have they not far more valuable
rights to secure ? The present general government has
much higher powers than that which has been so long contested.
We allow them to make war and requisitions without any limitation.
That paper contains nmch higher powers. Let it not be said that we have been actuated from
local interests.
I wish it may not be said that partial considerations governed any gentleman here, when we are investigating a system for the general utility and happiness of
America.
I know sucli narrow views will not influence the
gentlemen from that country, because I know their characters.
I hope this subject is sufficiently discussed, and that
we shall proceed regularly.
Mr. CORBIN.
Mr. Chairman, all attempts made to ma_
dm opinion of any gentleman on this great occasion, are, in
my opinion, very reprehensible.
No member of this committee can be a more zealous supporter of the right of nay
igating the Mississippi, and the other rights of the aggregate
community, than I am. But that ri_.ht, sir, is in no danger.
This has been proven with nmch ability by my friend to the
left, and other gentlemen.
We are told that five states may
make a treaty.
I say that five states can prevent a treaty
from being made.
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Will not my argument he of equal force with theirs :
How can five states make a treaty ? This presupposes that
the members from every other state will be absent when the
important subject of treaties will be on the carpet,
ls this
plausible, or does it riot amount to an impossibility?
He
says that the House of Representatives can have no influence
in the tbrmation of treaties.
I say, they can. Treaties are
generally of a commercial nature, being a regulation of
commercial intercourse between different natious.
In all
commercial treaties, it will be necessary to obtain the con
sent of the representatives.
[Here a storm arose, which was so violent as to compel Mr. Corbin to
desmt, and the committee to rise.]
SATURDAY,

June 14, 1788.

A letter fi'om the honorable the president to tire Convention was read, stating his inability to attend to his duty in
the house to-day.
Whereupon the honorable JOHN TYLER
was unanimously elected vice-president, to preside during the inability
of the president.
Mr. CORBIN thought the Mississippi subject had been
amply discussed.
He hoped that the committee would
euter into the discussion of the proposed Constitution regnlady ; but that, if any _.entleman would continue the inquiry
relative to that river, he would answer him. He moved that
they should deh,lte it clause, by clause.
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairm_m, I conceive the investigatiou of this sul_iect, which materially concerns the welfare
of this country, ought not to wound the feelings of any gentlemau.
I look upon this as a contest for empire.
Our
country is equally a_cted
with Kentucky.
The Southern
States are deeply interested in this std!iect.
If the Mississippi be shut up, emigratious will be stopped entirely.
There will be no new states formed on the western waters.
This will be a government of seven states.
This contest of
the Mis._issippi involves this great national contest; that is,
whedwr one part of the continent shall govern the other.
The Northern States have the majority, and will endeavor
to retaiu it. This is, therefore, a coutest for dominion-- for
empire.
I apprehend that God and nature have intended,
from the extent of territory and fertility of soil, that the
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weight of population should be on this side of the continent.
At present, for various reasons, it is on the other side. This
dispute concerns every part of Kentucky.
A particular investigation ought to offend no gentleman.
Mr. Grayson
then declared, he hoped the subject would be further continued.
Mr. ALEXANDER
WHITE wished the further discussion of that subject to be postponed till they eame to that
part which enables the Senate to make treaties.
He
seconded Mr. Corbin's motion, to proceed clause by clause.
[The 3d section, article 1, wasthen read.]
Mr. TYLER
hoped that, when amendments should be
brought forward, they should be at liberty to take a general
view of the whole Constitution.
He thought that the power
of trying impeachments, added to that of making treaties,
was something enormous, and rendered the Senate too
dangerous.
Mr. MADISON answered, that it was not possible to
form any system to which objections might not be made;
that the junction of these powers might be in some degree
objectionable, but that it could not be amended. He agreed
with the gentleman, that, when amendments were brought
on, a collective view of the whole system might be taken.
[The 4th and5th sections werethen read.]
Mr. MONROE
wished that the honorable gentleman,
who had been in the federal Convention, would give information respecting the clause concerning elections.
He
wished to know why Congress had an u]timate control
over the time, place, and manner, of elections of representa
tires, and the time and manner of that of senators, and
also why there was an exception as to the place of elect
ing senators.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, the reasonof the exce F
tion was, that, if Congress could fix the place of choosing the
senators, it might compel the state legislatures to elect them
in a different place from that of their usual sessions, which
would produce some inconvenience, and was not necessary
for the o[!iect of regulating the elections.
But it was
necessary to give the general government a control over the
time and manner of choosing the senators, to prevent its
own dissolution.
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With respect to the other point, it was thought that the
regulation of time, place, and manner, of electing the rep
resentatives, should be uniform throughout the continent.
Some states might regulate the elections on tile principles
of equality, and others might regulate them otherwise.
This
diversity would be obviously unjust.
Elections are regulated
now unequally in some states, particularly South Carolina,
with respect to Charleston, which is represented by thirty
members.
Should the people of any state by any means be
deprived of the right of suffrage, it was judged proper that
it should be remedied by the geueral government.
It was
found impossible to fix the time, place, and manner, of the
election of representatives,
in the Constitution.
It was
found necessary to leave the regulation of these, in the first
place, to the state governments, as being best acquainted
with the situation of the people, subject to the control of
the general government, in order to enable it to produce
uniformity, and prevent its own dissolution.
And, considering the state governments and general government as distinct bodies, acting in different and independent capacities
for the people, it was thought the particular regulations
should be submitted to the former, and the general regulations to the latter.
Were they exclusively under the control
nf the state governments, the general government might
easily be dissolved.
But if they be regulated properly by
the state legislatures, the congressional control will very
probably never be exercised.
The power appears to me
satisfactory, and as unlikely to be abused as any part of the
Constitution.
Mr. MONROE
wished to hear an explanation of the
clause which prohibits either house, during the session of
Congress, from adjourning for more than three days without
the consent of the other.
He asked if it was proper or
right, that the members of the lower house should be dependent on the Senate.
He considered that it rendered
them ia some respect dependent on the senators, as it prevented them from returning home, or adjourning, without
their consent; and, as this might increase their influence
unduly, he thought it improper.
.Mr. MADISON wondered that this clause should meet
with a shadow of objection.
It was possible, he observed,
that the two branches might not agree concerning the time
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of adjournment, and this possibility suggested the power
given the President of adjourning both houses to such time
as he should think proper, in case of their disagreement.
That it would be very exceptionable to allow the senators,
or even the representatives, to adjourn, without the consent of
the other house, at any season whatsoever, without any regard to the situation of public exigencies.
That it was possible, in the nature of thilJgs, that some inconvenience might
result from it ; but that it was as well secured as possible.
Gov. RANDOLPH
observed, that tile Constitution of
Massachusetts was produced as an example, in the grand
Convention, in favor of this power given to the President
If, said his excellency, he be honest, he will do what is right.
if dishonest, the rep,'esentatives of the people will have the
power of impeaching him.
[The 6th section was then read.]

Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, our burden should, if possible, be rendered more light.
I was in hopes some other
gentleman would have ot!iected to this part.
The pay of
the members is, by the Constitution, to be fixed by themselves, without limitation or restraint.
They may therefore
indulge themselves in the fullest extent.
They may make
their compensation as high as they please.
I suppose, if
they be good men, their own delicacy will lead them to be
satisfied with moderate salaries.
But there is no security
for this, should they be otherwise inclined.
I really believe
that, if the state legislatures were to fix their pay, no inconvenience would result from it, and the public mind would be
better satisfied.
But in the same section there is a defect
of a much greater consequence.
There is no restraint on
corruption.
They may be appointed to offices without any
material restriction, and the principal source of corruption in
representatives
is the hope or expectation of offices and
emoluments.
After the first organization of offices, and the
government is put in motion, they may be appointed to any
existing offices which become vacant, and they may create a
multiplicity of offices, in order thereafter to be appointed to
them.
What says the clause ? "No senator or representative shall, during the time for which he was elected, .be
appointed to ally civil office, under the authority of the United
States, which shall haw; been created, or the emoluments
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whereof shall have been increased, during such time."
This
is an idea strangely expressed.
He shall not accept of any office created during the time
he is elected for, or of any ot_:e whereof the emoluments
have been increased in that time.
Does not this plainly
say that, if an office be not created during the time for
which he is elected, or if its emoluments be not increased
during such time, he may accept of it ? I can see it in no
other light.
If we wish to preclude the enticement to getti,g offices, there is a clear way of expressing it. [f it be
better that Congress should go out of their representative
offices by accepting other offices, then it ought to be so. If
not, we require an amendment in the clause, that it shall
not be so. [ may be wrong.
Perhaps the honorable member may be able to give a satisfactory answer on this subject.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, [ most sincerely wish
to give a proper explanation on this subject, in such a manner as may be to the satisfaction of every one. I shall
suggest such considerations as led the Convention to approve of this clause. With respect to the right of ascertaining their own pay, I will acknowledge that their
compensations, if practicable, should be fixed in the Constitution itself, so as not to be dependent on Congress itself,
or on the state legislatures.
The various vicissitudes, or
rather the gradual diminution, of the value of all coins and
circu|ating medium, is one reason against ascertaining them
immutably ; as what may be now an adequate compensation,
might, by the progressive reduction of the value of our circulating medium, be extremely inadequate at a period not
far distant.
It was thought improper to leave it to the state legislatures, because it is improper that one government should be
dependent on another; and the great inconveniences experienced under the old Confederation show the states would be
operated upon by local considerations, as contradistinguished
from general and national interests.
Experience shows us
that they have been governed by such heretofore, and reason
instructs us that they would be i,fluenced by them again.
This theoretic inconvenience of leaving to Congress the fixing their compensations is more than counterbalanced by
this in the Confederation,_
that the state legislatures had a
right to determine the pay of the members of Congress,

370

DEBATES.

[T_Lza

which enabled the states to destroy the general government.
There is no instance where this power has been abused. In
America, legislative bodies have reduced their own wages
lower, rather than augmented them.
This is a power which
cannot be abused without rousing universal attention and
indignation.
What would be the consequence of the ¥irginian legislature raising their pay to tbur or five pounds
each per day ? The universal indignation of the people.
Should the general Congress annex wages disproportionate
to their service, or repugnant to the sense of the community,
they would be universally execrated.
The certainty of incurring the general detestation of the people will prevent
abuse.
It was conceived that the great danger was in creating
new offices, which would increase tile burdens of the people; and not in a uniform admission of all meritorious characters to serve their country in the old offices. There is
no instance of any state col_stitution which goes as far as
this.
It was thought to be a mean between two extremes.
It guards against abuse by taking away the inducement to
create new offices, or increase the emolument of old offices;
and it gives them an opportunity of enjoying, in common
with other citizens, any of the existing offices which they
may be capable of executing.
To have precluded them from
this, would have been to exclude them from a common privilege to which every citizen is entitled, and to prevent
those who had served their country with the greatest fidelity
and ability from being on a par with their fellow-citizens.
1 think it as well guarded as reason requires; more so than
the. constitution of any other nation.
Mr. NICHOLAS
thought it sufficiently guarded, as it
prevented
the members of the general government
from
holding offices which they created themselves, or of which
they increased the emoluments;
and as they could not en.joy any office during their continuance in Congress, to admit
them to old offices when they left Congress, was giving
them no exclusive privilege, but such as every citizen had
,m equal right to.
Mr. TYLER was afraid that, as _heir compensations were
not fixed in the Constitution, Congress might fix them so
low, that none but rich me!l could go; by which the government might terminate an an aristocracy.
The states
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might choose men noted for their wealth and influence, and
state influence would govern the Senate.
This, though not
the most capital objection, he thought was considerable
when joined to others of greater mag,litude.
He though,.
the gentleman's account of it was by no means satisfactory.
A parallel had been drawn between this power in Congress
of fixing their compensations,
and that of our Assembly
fixing the quantum of their salaries.
He was of opinion
the comparison did not apply, as there was less responsibility in the former than in the latter case. He dreaded that
great corruption would take place, and wished to have it
amended so as to prevent it.
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that they
may fix their wages very low. From what has happened
in Great Britain, I am warranted to draw this conclusion.
I think every member of the House of Commons formerly
had a right to receive twenty shillings, or a guinea, a day.
But I believe that this salary is taken away since the days
of corruption.
The members of the House of Commons,
if I reeolleet rightly, get nothing for their services as such.
But there are some noble emoluments to be derived fi'om
the minister, and some other advantages to be obtained.
Those who go to Parliament form an idea of emoluments.
They expect something besides wages.
They go in with
the wishes and expectations of getting offices. This, sir,
may be the ease in this government.
My fears are increased from the inconveniences
experienced
under the
Confederation.
Most of the great officers have been taken out of Congress, such as ambassadors to foreign courts, be.
A number
of offices have been unnecessarily created, and ambassadors
have been unnecessarily sent to foreign countries--to
countries with which we have nothing to do. If tile present
Congress exceeded the limits of propriety, though extremely
limited with respect to power in the creation of otilces,
what may not the future Congress do, when they have, by
this system, a full scope of creating what offices and annexing what salaries they please ? There are but few members
in the Senate and lower house.
"['hey may all get offices
at different times, as they are not excluded f,'om being appointed to existing offices for the time for which they shall
have been elected.
Considering the corruption of human
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nature, and the general tendency of mankind to promote
their own interest, I think there is great danger.
I am
confirmed in my opinion from what 1 have seen already in
Congress, and among other nations.
I wish this part, therefore, to be amended, by prohibiting any senator or representative from being appointed to any office during the time for
which he was elected, and by fixing their emoluments;
though I would not object to the Constitution on this account solely, were there no other defect.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, let me ask those who
oppose this part of the system, whether any alteration would
not make it equally, or more liable to obje('tions.
Would
it be better to fix their compensations.
Would not this
produce inconveniences ? What authorizes us to conclude
that the value of coins will continue always the same?
Would it be. prudent to make them dependent on the state
governments tbr their salaries--on
those who watch them
with jealous eyes, and who consider them as encroaching,
nor on the people, but on themselves ? But the worthy
member supposes that Congress will fix their wages so low,
that only the rich can fill the offices of senators and representatives.
Who are to appoint them?
The rich?
No,
sir ; the people are to choose them.
If the members of the
general government were to reduce their compensations to
a trifle, before the evil suggested could happen, the people
could elect other members in their stead, who would alter
that regulation.
The people do not choose them for their
wealth.
If the state legislatures choose such men as senators, it does not influence the people at large in their election of representatives.
They can choose those who have
the most merit and least wealth.
If Congress reduce their
wages to a trifle, what shall prevent the states from giving
a man of merit so much as will be an adequate compensation ? I think the evil very remote ; and if it were now to
happen, the remedy is in our own hands, and may by ourselves be. applied.
Another gentleman seems to apprehend infinite mischief
ti-om a possibility that any member of Congress may be appointed to an office, although he ceases to be a member the
moment he accepts it. What will be the consequence of
precluding them from being so _tppointed ? If you have in
yotrr country one man whom you could, in time of danger,
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trust, above all others, with an office of high importance , he
cannot undertake it till two years expire if he be a representative, or till six years elapse if a senator.
Suppose
America was engaged in war, and the man of the greatest
military talents and approved fidelity was a member of either
house; would it be right that this man, who could lead us to
conquer, and who could save his country from destruction,
could not be made general till the term of his election expired.? Before that time we might be conquered by our
enennes.
This will apply to civil as well as military officers.
It is impolitic to exclude front the service of his country, in
any office, the man who may be most capable of discharging
its duties, when they are most wanting.
The honorable gentleman said, that those who go to Congress will look forward to offices, as a compensation for their
services, rather than salaries.
Does he recollect that they
shall not fill offices created by themselves ? When they
go to Congress, the old offices will be filled. They cannot make any probable calculation that the men in office
will die, or forfeit their offices. As they cannot get any
new offices, one of these contingencies must happen before
they can get any office at all. The chance of getting an
office is, therefore, so remote, and so very distant, that it
cannot be considered as a sufficient reason to operate on
their minds to deviate from their duty.
Let ally man calculate in his own mind the improbability
of a member of the general government getting into an office,
when he cannot fill any office newly created, and when he
finds all the old offices filled at the time he enters into Congress. Let him view the danger and impolicy of precluding
a member of Congress from holding existing offices, and the
danger of making one government dependent on another,
and he will find that both clauses deserve applause.
The observations made by several honorable members
illustrate my opinion, that it is impossible to devise any system agreeable to all. When ot!jections so contradictory are
brought against it, how shall we decide ? Some gentlemen
object to it because they may make their wages too high,
others object to it because they may make them too low.
If it is to be perpetually attacked by principles so repugnant,
we may cease to discuss.
For what is the object of our
discussion ? Truth, sir. To draw a true and just conelu-

274

DEBATES.

LGaA_soN.

sion. Can this be done without rational premises and syllogistic reasoning ?
As to the British Parliament, it is nearly as he says.
But
how does it apply to this case?
Suppose their compensalions had been appointed by the state governments, or fixed
in the Constitution ; would it be a safe government for the
Union, if its members depended on receiving their salaries
• from other political bodies at a distance, and fully competent
to withhold them ? Its existence would, at best, be but
precarious.
If they were fixed in the Constitution,
they
might become extremely inadequate, and produce the very
evil which gentlemen seem to fear; for then a man of the
highest merit could not act unless he were wealthy.
This
is the most delicate part in the organization of a republican government.
It is the most difficult to establish on unexceptionable grounds.
It appears to me most eligible as it
is. The Constitution has taken a medium between the two
extremes, and perhaps with more wisdom than either the
British or the state governments, with respect to their eligibility to office. They can fill no new offices created by
themselves, nor old ones of which they increased the salaries.
If they were excluded altogether, it is possible that other
disadvantages might accrue from it, besides the impolieyand
iniustice of depriving them of a common privilege.
They
will not relinquish their legislative, in order to accept other
offices.
They will more probably confer them on their
friends and connections.
If this be an inconvenience, it is
incident to all governments.
After having heard a variety
of principles developed, I thought that on which it is established the least exceptionable,
and it appears to me sufficiently well guarded.
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, I acknowledge that the
honorable gendeman has represented the clause rightly as to
their exclusion from new offices; but is there any clause to
hinder them from giving offices to uncles, nephews, brothers,
and other relations and friends ? I imagine most of the
offices will be created the first year, and then gentlemen will
he tempted to carry on this accommodation.
A worthy member has said _ what had been often said before _ that, suppose a war took place, and the most experienced and atde man was unfortunately in either house, he
could not be made general, if the prol_sed amendment was
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adopted.
Had he read the clause, he would have discovered that it did not extend to military offices, and that the
restriction extends to civil offices only. No cask can exist,
with lespect to civil offices, that would occasion a loss to the
public, if the members of both houses were precluded from
holding any office during the time for which they were
elected. The old Confederation is so defective in point of
power, that no danger can result from creating offices under
it; because those who hold them cannot be paid. The
power of making paper money will not be exercised.
This
country is so thoroughly sensible of the impropriety of it,
that no attempt will be made to make any more.
So that
no danger can arise, as they have not power to pay, if they
appoint, officers. Why not make this system as secure as
that, in this respect ? A great number of offices will be
created, to satisfy the wants of those who shall be elected.
The worthy member says, the electors can alter them.
But
have the people the power of making honest men be elected ?
]f he be an honest man, and his wages so low that he could
not pay for his expenses, he could not serve then) if elected.
But there are many thirsting after offices more than public
good. Political adventurers go up to Congress solely to
advance their own particular emoluments.
It is so in the
British House of Commons.
There are two sets always in
that house- one, the landed interest, the most patriotic and
respectable; the other, a set of dependants and fortune-hunters, who are elected for their own particular interest, and
are willing to sell the interest of their constituents to the
crown. The same division may happen among our representatives.
This clause might as well not be guarded at
all, as in this flimsy manner.
They cannot be elected to
3ffices for the terms for which they were elected, and continue to be members of Congress.
But as they can create
as many offices as they please for the particular accommodation of their friends, it might as well not be guarded at all.
Upon the whole, I consider it entirely imperfect.
[The 7th sectionread.]
Mr. GRAYSON
objected to the power of the Senate to
propose or concur with amendments to money bills. He
looked, upon the power of proposin_g amendment_s, to be...qeual,.
m principle, to that of originating, and that they were, m
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fact, the same. As this was, in his opimon, a departure
from that g.reat principle which required that the immediate
representatives of the people only should interfere with
money bills, he wished to know the reasons on which it was
founded. The lords in England had never been allowed to
intermeddle with money bills. He knew not why the Senate
should. In the lower house, said he, the people are represented according to their numbers. In the upper house, the
states are represented in their political capacities. Delaware, or Rhode Island, has as many representatives here as
Massachusetts. Why should the Senate have a right to intermeddle with money, when the representation is neither
equal nor just ?
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, the criticism made by
the honorable member is, that there is an ambiguity in tile
words, and that it is not clearly ascertained where the origi_:.:tion of money bills may take place. I suppose the first
part of the clause is sufficiently expressed to exclude all
doubts. The gentlemen who composed the Convention
divided in opinion concerning the utility of confining this to
any particular branch. Whatever it be in Great Britain,
there is a sufficient difference between us and them to render
it inapplicable to this country. It has always appeared to
me to be a matter of no great consequence, whether the
Senate had a right of originating or proposing amendments
to money bills, or not. To withhold it from them would
create disagreeable disputes. Some American constitutions
make no difference. Virginia and South Carolina are, I
think, the only states where this power is restrained. In
Mdssaehusetts, and other states, the power of proposing
amendments is vested, unquestionably, in their senates. No
inconvenience has resulted from it. On the contrary, with
respect to South Carolina, this clause is continually a source
of disputes. When a bill comes from the other house, the
Senate entirely re.iects it, and this causes contentions. When
you send a bill to the Senate, without the power of making
any aheration, you force them to reject the bill altogether,
when it would be necessary and advantageous that it should
pass.
The power of proposing alterations removes this inconvenience, and does not appear to me at all objectionable. 1
should have no objection to their having a right of originating
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such bills. People would see what was done, and it would
add the intelligence of one house to that of the othe-_ It
would be still m the power of the other house to obstruct
any injudicious measure proposed by them.
There is no landmark or constitutional provision in Great
Britain, which prohibiis the House of Lords from intermeddling with money bills; but the House of Commons have
established this rule. Yet the lords insist on 'their having a
right to originate them, as they possess great property, as
well as the commons, and are taxed like them.
The House
of Commons object to their claim, lest they should too lavishly make grants to the crown, and increase the taxes.
The honorable member says that there is no difference between the right of originating bills and proposing amendments.
There is some difference, though not considerable.
If any grievances should happen in consequence of unwise
regulations in revenue matters, the odium would be divided,
which will now be thrown on the House of Representatives.
But you may safely lodge this power of amending with the
Senate.
When a lfill is sent with proposed amendments to
the House of Representatives,
if they find the alterations
defective, they are not conclusive.
The House of Representatives are the judges of their propriety, and the recommendation of the Senate is nothing.
The experience of this
state justifies this clause.
The House of Delegates has employed weeks in forming a money bill; and because the
Senate had no power of proposing amendments, the bill was
lost altogether, and a new bill obliged to be again introduced, when the insertion of one line by the Senate would
have done.
Those gentlemen who oppose this clause will
not object to it when they recollect that the senators are
appointed by the states, as the present members of Congress
are appointed ; for, as they will guard the political interests
of the states in other respects, they will attend to them very
probably in their amendments to money bills. I think this
power, for these considerations, is useful and necessary.
Mr. GRAYSON
still considered the power of proposing
amendments to be the same, in effect, as that of originating.
The Senate could strike out every word of the bill, except
the word whereas, or any other introductory word, and might
substitute new words of their owu.
As the state of Delaware was not so large as the county of Augusta, and Rhode
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Island was still less, and yet had an equal suffrage in the
Senate, he could not see the propriety of giving them this
power, but referred it to the judgment of the house.
[The 8th section read.]
Mr. CLAY wished to be informed why the Congress
were to have power to provide for calling forth the militia,
to put the laws of the Union into exccution.
Mr. MADISON supposed the reasons of this power to be
so obvious that they would occur to most gentlemen.
|f
resistance should be made to the execution of the laws, he
said, it ought to be overcome.
This could be done only in
two ways--either
by regular forces or by the people.
By
one or the other it must unquestionably be done.
If insurrections should arise, or invasions should take place, the
people ought unquestionably to be employed, to suppress and
repel them, rather than a standing army.
The best way to
do these things was to put the militia on a good and sure
footing, and enable the government to make use of their
services when necessary.
Mr. GEORGE
MA_SON. Mr. Chairman, unless there
be some restrictions on the power of calling forth the militia,
to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections,
and repel invasions, we may very easily see that it will produce dreadful oppressions.
It is extremely unsafe, without
some alterations.
It would be to use the militia to a very
bad purpose, if any disturbance happened in New Hampshire, to call them from Georgia.
This would harass the
people so much that they would agree to abolish the use of
the militia, and establish a standing army.
I conceive the
general government ought to have power over the militia,
but it ought to have some bounds.
If gentlemen say that the
militia of a neighboring state is not sufficient, the government ought to have power to call forth those of other states,
the most convenient and contiguous.
But in this ease, the
consent of the state legislatures ought to be had.
On real
emergencies, this consent will never be denied, each state
being concerned in the safety of the rest.
This power may
be restricted without any danger.
I wish such an amendment as this--that
the militia of any state should not be
marched beyond the limits of the adjoining state ; and if it
be necessary to draw them from one end of the continent to
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the other, I wish such a check, as the consent of the state
legislature, to be provided. Gentlemen may say that this
would impede the government, and that tile state legislatures
would counteract it by refusing their consent. This argument may be applied to all objections whatsoever. How is
this compared to the British constitution ? Though the king
may declare war, the Parliament has the means of carryin_
it on. It is not so here. Congress can do both. Were it
not tbr that check in the British government, the monarch
would be a despot. When a war is necessary Jbr the benefit
of the nation, the means of carrying it on are never denied.
If any unjust requisition be made on Parliament, it will be,
as it ought to be, refused. The same principle ought to I)e
observed in our government. In times of real danger, the
states will have the same enthusiasm in aiding the general
overnment, and granting its demands, which is seen in
ngland, when the king is engaged in a war apparently fin'
the interest of the nation. This power is necessary; but
we ought to guard against danger. If ever they attempt to
harass and abuse the militia, they may abolish them, and
raise a standing army in their stead. There are various
ways of destroying the militia. A standing army may be
perpetually established in their stead. I abominate and
detest the idea of a government, where there is a standing
army. The militia may be here destroyed by that method
which has been practised in other parts of the world before;
that is, by rendering them uselt'ss -- by disarming them.
Under various pretences, Congress may neglect to provide
fi_r arming and disciplining the militia; and the state governments cannot do it, tbr Congress has an exclusive right
to arm them, &c. Here is a line of division drawn between
them -- the state and general governments. The power over
the militia is divided between them. The national government has an exclusive right to provide for arming, organizing,
and disciplining the militia, and for governing such part of
them as may be employed in the serwce of the United
States. The state governments have the power of appointing the officers, and of training the militia, according to thc
discipline prescribed by Congress, if they should think prot,er
to prescribe any. Should the national government wish to
render the militia useless, they may neglect them, and let
them perish, in order to have a pretence of establishing a
standing army.
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No man has a greater regard for the mditary gentlemen
than I have. I admire their intrepidity,
perseverance, and
valor. But when once a standing army is established in any
country, the people lose their liberty.
When, against a regular and disciplined army, yeomanry are the only defence,
m yeomanry, unskilful and unarmed, m what chance is there
for preserving freedom ? Give me leave to recur to the page
of history, to warn you of your present danger.
Recollect
the history of most nations of the world.
What havoc, desolation, and destruction, have been perpetrated by standing
armies]
An instance within the memory of some of this
house will show us how our militia may be destroyed.
Forty years ago, when the resolution of enslaving America
was formed in Great Britain, the British Parliament was advised by an artful man, _ who was governor of Pennsylvania,
to disarm the people ; that it was tile best and most effectual
way to enslave them; but that they should not do it openly,
but weaken them, and let them sink gradually, by totally
disusing and neglecting the militia. [Here Mr. Mason quoted
sundry passages to this effect.]
This was a most iniquitous
prqiect.
Why should we not provide against the danger of
having our militia, our real and natural strength, destroyed ?
The general government ought, at the same time, to have
some such power. But we need not give them power to
abolish our militia. If they neglect to arm them, and prescribe proper discipline, they will be of no use. I am not
acquainted with the military prot_ssion. I _g to be excused
for any errors I may commit with respect to it. But I stand
on the general principles of freedom, whereon I dare to
meet any one. I wish that, in case the general government should neglect to arm and discipline the militia, there
should be an express declaration that the state governments
might arm and discipline them. With this single exception,
I would agree to this part, as I am conscious the government ought to have the power.
They may effect the destruction of the militia, by rendering" the service odious to the people themselves, by harassing
them from one end of the continent to the other, and by
keeAping them under martial law.
The English Parliament never pass a mutiny bill but for
Sir William Keid_
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one year. This is necessary; for otherwise the soldiers
would be on tile same tboting with the officers, and tbe army
would be dissolved. One muthly bill has been here in force
since the revolution. I humbly conceive there is extreme
danger of establishing cruel martial regulations. If, at any
time, our rulers should have unjust and iniquitous designs
against our liberties, and should wish to establish a standing
army, the first attempt would be to render the service and
use of militia odious to the people themselves--subjectlug them to unnecessary severity of discipline in time of
peace, confining them under martial law, and disgusting
them so much as to make them cry out, "Give us a standing army! " I would wish to have some check to exclude
this danger; as, that the militia should never be subject to
martial law but in time of war. I consider and fear the natural propensity of rulers to oppress the people. I wish only
to prevent them from doing evil. By these amendments I
would give necessary powers, but no unnecessary power
If the clause stands as it is now, it will take from the state
legislatures what divine Providence has given to every individual- the means of self-defeuce. Unless it be moderated
in some degree, it will ruin us, and introduce a standing army.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I most cordially agree,
with the honorable member hst up, that a standing army is
one of the greatest mischiefs that can possibly happen. Itis
a great recommendation for this system, that it provides
against this evil more than any other system known to us, and,
p_rticularly, more than the old system of confederation.
The most effectual way to gslard against a standing army, is
to render it unnecessary. The most effectual way to render
it unnecessary, is to give the general government full power
to call forth the militia, and exert the whole natu,'al strength
of the Union, when necessary. Thus you will furnish the
people with sure and certain protection, without recurring to
this evil; and the certainty of this protection from the whole
will be a stro,_g inducement to individual exertio:_. Does
the organization of the government warrant a belief that this
power will be abused ? Can we believe that a government
of a federal nature, consisting of many coequal sovereignties,
and particularly h_ving one branch chosen from the people,
would drag the militia unnecessarily to an immense distance ?
This, sir, would be unworthy the most arbitrary despot.
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They have no temptation whatever to abuse this power;
such abuse could only answer the purpose of exciting the
universal indignation of the people, and drawing on themselves the general hatred and detestation of their country.
I cannot help thinking that the honorable gentleman has
not considered, in all its consequences, the amendment he
has proposed.
Would this be an equal protection, sir, or
would it not be a most partial provision ? Some states have
three or four states in contact.
Were this state invaded, as
it is bounded by several states, the militia of three or four
states would, by this proposition, be obliged to come to our
aid; and those from some of the states would come a far
greater distance than those of others.
There are other
states, which, if invaded, could he assisted by the militia of
one state only, there being several states which border but
on one state.
Georgia and New Hampshire would be infinitely less safe than the other states.
Were we to
adopt this amendment, we should set up those states as
butts for invasions, invite foreign enemies to attack them,
and expose them to peculiar hardships and dangers.
Were
the militia confined to any limited distance from their respective places of abode, it would produce equal, nay, more
inconvemences.
The principles of equality and reciprocal
aid would be destroyed in either case.
I cannot conceive that this Constitution, by giving the
general government the power of arming the militia, takes
it away from the state governments.
The power is concurrent, and not exclusive. Have we not found, from experience,
that, while the power of arming and governing the militia
has been solely vested in the state legislatures, they were
neglected and rendered unfit for immediate service ? Every
state neglected too much this most essential object.
But the
general government can do it more effectually.
Have we
not also found that the militia of one state were almost
always insufficient to succor its harassed neighbor ? Did all
the states furnish their quotas of militia with sufficient
promptitude ? The assistance of one state will be. of little
avail to repel invasion.
But the general head of the
whole Union can do it with effect, if it be vested with
power To use the aggregate strength of the Union.
If the
regulation of the militia were to be committed to the executiv.e authority alone, there might be reason for providing

MADISON.]

VIRGINIA.

S83

restrictions. But, sir, it is the legislative authority that has
this power. They must make a law for the purpose.
The honorable member is under another mistake.
He
wishes martial law to be exercised only in time of war, under an idea that Congress can establish it in time of peace.
The states are to have the authority of training the militia
according to _he congressional discipline ; and of governing
them at all times when not in the service of the Union.
Congress is to govern such part of them as may be employed
in the actual service of the United States; and such part
only can be subject to martial law.
The gentlemen in opposition have drawn a most tremendous picture of the Constitution in this respect.
Without considering theft the
power was absolutely indispensable, they have alarmed us
with the possible abuse of it, but have shown no inducement
or motive to tempt them to such abuse.
Would the legislature of the state drag the militia of the eastern shore to the
weslern frontiers, or those of the western frontiers to the
eastern shore, if the local militia were sufficient to effect the
intended purpose ? There is something so preposterous, and
so full of mischief, ill the idea of dragging the militia unnecessarily from one end of the continent to the other, that
I think there can be no ground of apprehension.
If you
limit their power over the militia, you give them a pretext for
substituting a standing army. If you put it in the power
of the state governments to refuse the militia, by requiring
their consent, you destroy the general government, and sacrifice particular states.
The same principles and motives
which produce disobedience to requisitions, will produce refusal in this case.
The restrictions which the honorable gentleman mentioned
to be in the British constitution are all provisions against the
power of the executive magistrate ; but the House of Commons may, if they be. so disposed, sacrifice the interest of their
constituents in all those cases.
They may prolong the duration of mutiny bills, and grant supplies to the king to carry
on an impolitic war. But thi_y have no motives to do so;
for they have strong motives to do their duty.
We have
more ample security than the people of Great Britain.
The
powers of the government are more limited and guarded,
and our representatives are more responsible than the mere
bets of the British House of Commons.
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Mr. CLAY apprehended that, by this power, our militia
might be sent to the Mississippi.
He observed that tho
sheriff might raise the posse comitatus to execute the laws.
He feared it would lead to the establishment of a military
government, as the militia were to be called forth to put the
laws into execution.
He asked why this mode was preferred
to the old, established custom of executing the laws.
Mr. MADISON answered, that the power existed in all
countries; that the militia might be called forth, for that
.purpose, under the laws of this state and ever)" oth¢r state
m the Union; that public force must be used when
resistance to the laws required it, otherwise society itself must be destroyed; that the mode retbrred to by the
gendeman might not be sufficient on every occasion, as the
sheriff must be necessarily restricted to the posse of his own
county.
If the posse of one county were insufficient to
overcome the resistance to the execution of the laws, this
power must be resorted to. He did not, by any means,
admit that the old mode was superseded by the introduction of the new one. And it was obvious to him, that, when
the civil power was sufficient, this mode would never be
put in practice.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the friends
of the opposition have to act cautiously.
We must make a
firm stand before we decide.
I was heard to say, a few
days ago, that the sword and purse were the two great instruments of government; and I professed great repugnance
at parting with the purse, without any control, to the proposed system of government.
And now, when we proceed
in this formidable compact, and come to the national defence, the sword, I am persuaded we ought to be still more
cautious and circumspect ; for I feel still more reluctance to
surrender this most valuable of rights.
The honorable member who has risen to explain several
paris of the system was pleased to say, that the best way
of avoiding the danger of a standing army, was, to have the
militia in such a way as to render it unnecessary ; and that,
as 1he new government would have power over the militia,
we should have no standing army--it
being unnecessary.
This argument destroys itself. It demands a power, and
denies the probabilily of its exercise.
There are suspicions
of power on one hand, and absolute and unlimited confi-
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dence on the other. I hope to be one of those who have
a large share of suspicion.
I leave it to this house, if there
be not too small a portion on the other side, by giving up
too much to that government.
You can easily see which is
the worst of two extremes.
Too much suspicion may be
corrected.
If you give too little power to-day, you may
give more to-morrow.
But the reverse of the proposition
will not hold. If you give too much power to-day, you
cannot retake it to-morrow : for to-morrow will never come
for that purpose.
If you have the fate of other nations,
you will never see it. It is easier to supply deficiencies of
power than to take back excess of power.
This no man
can deny.
But, says the honorable member, Congress will keep the
militia armed;or,
in other words, they will do their duty.
Pardon me if I am too jealous and suspicious to confide in
this remote possibility.
My honorable friend went on a
supposition that the American rulers, like all others, will
depart from their duty without bars and checks.
No government can be safe without checks.
Then he told us the)
h_d no temptation to violate their duty, and that it would
be their interest to perform it. Does he think you are to
trust men who cannot have separate interests from the people ? It is a novelty in the political world (as great a novelty as the system itself) to find rulers without private interests, and views of personal emoluments, and ambition.
His supposition, that they will not depart from their duty,
as having no interest to do so, is no satisfactory answer to
my mind.
This is no check.
The government
may be
most intolerable and destructive, if this be our only security.
My honorable friend attacked the honorable gentleman
with universal principles _ that, in all nations and ages, rulers have been actuated hy motives of individual interest
and private emoluments, aud that in America it would be so
also. I hope, before we part with this great bulwark, this
noble pall_ldium of safety, we shall have such checks interposed as will render us secure.
The militia, sir, is our ultlm_te safety.
We can have no security without it. But
then, he says that the power of arming and organizing the
militia is concurrent, and to be equally exercised by the
general and state g_vernments.
I am sure, and [ trust in
the candor of that gentlem:m, that he will recede from that
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opinion, when his recollection will be called to tile particular
clause which relates to it.
As my worthy friend said, there is a positive partition of
power between the two governments.
To Congress is
given the power of "arming,
organizing, and disciplining
the militia, and governing such part of them as may be emloyed in the service of the United States."
To the state
gislatures is given the power of " appointing the officers,
and training the militia according to the discipline prescribed by Congress."
I observed betbre, that, if the power
be concurrent as to arming them, it is concurrent in olher
respects.
If the states have the right of armi,_g them, &e.,
concurrently, Congress has a concurrent power of apl_finting
the officers, and training the militia.
If Congress have that
power, it is absurd.
To admit this mutual concurrence of
powers will carry you into endless absurdity mthat
Congress has nothing exclusive on the one hand, nor the states
on the other.
The rational explanation is, that Congress
shall have exclusive power of arming them, &c., and that
the state governments shall have exclusive power of appointing the officers, &e. Let me put it in another light.
May we not discipline and arm them, as well as Congress,
if the power be concurrent ? so that our militia shall have two
sets of arms, double sets of regimentals, &c. ; and thus, at a
very great cost, we shall be doubly armed.
The great object is, that every man be armed.
But can the people
afford to pay for double sets of arms, &e. ? Every one who is
able may have a gun.
But we have learned, by experience,
that, neccssau, as it is to have arms, and though our Assembly has, by a succession of laws for many years, endeavored
to have the militia completely armed, it is still far from being
the case.
When this power is given up to Congress without
limitation or bounds, how will your militia be armed ? You
trust to chance ; for sure I am Ih;tt that nation which shall
trust its liberties in other hands cannot long exist.
If gentlem,'n are serious when they suppose a concurrent power,
where can be the impolicy to amend it ? Or, in other words,
to say that Congress shall not arm or discipline them, till the
states shall have refused or neglected to do it ? This is my
object.
I only wish to bring it to what they themselves say
is implied.
Implication is to be the foundation of our civil
liberties; and when you speak of arming the militia by a
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concurrenceof power, you use implication. But implicatinl_
will not save you, when a strong army of veterans com_.s
upon you. You would be laughed at by the whole world
for trusting your safety implicitly to implication.
The argument of my honorable friend was, that rulers
might tyrannize. The answer he received was, that they
will not. In saying that they would not, he admitted they
might. In this great, this essential part of the Constitution,
if you are safe, it is not from the Constitution, but from the
virtues of the men in government. If gentlemen are willing
to trust themselves and posterity to so slender and improbable a chance, they have greater strength of nerves than I
have.
The honorable gentleman, in endeavorinz to answer the
question why the militia were to be called _tbrth to execute
the laws, said that the civil power would probably do it.
He is driven to say, that the civil power may do it instead
of the militia. Sir, the military power ought not to interpose till the civil power refuse. If this be the spirit of your
new Constitution, that the laws are to be enforced by military coercion, we may easily divine the happy consequences
which will result from it. The civil power is not to be
employed at all. If it be, show me it. I read it attentively,
and could see nothinz to warrant a belief that the civil power
can be called for. ]' should be glad to see the power that
authorizes Congress to do so. The sheriff will be aided by
military force. The most wanton excesses may be committed under color of this; for every man in office, in the
st:ttes, is to take an oath to support it in all its operations.
The honorable gentleman said, in answer to the objectiou
theftthe militia might be m'_rehed from New Hampshire to
Georgia, that the members of the government would not
attempt to excite the indignation of the people. Here,
again, we have the general unsatisfactory answer, that they
will he virtuous, and that there is no danger.
Will gentlemen be satisfied with an answer which admits
of dangers and abuses if they be wicked ? Let us put it out
of their power to do mischief. 1 am convinced there is no
safi_,tyin the paper ou the table as it stands now. I am
sorry to have an occasion to pass a e_dogium on the British
government, as gentlemen may object to it. But how
natural it is, when comparing deformities to beaut)', to be.
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struck with the superiority of the British government to that
system ! In England, self-love -- self-interest-- powerfully
stimulates the executive magistrate to advance the prosperity
of the nation. In the most distant part, he feels the loss of
his subjects.
He will see the great advantage of his posterity inseparable from the felicity of his people. Man is a
fallen creature, a fallible being, and cannot be depended on
without self-love.
Your President will not have the same
motives of self-love to imp_:l him to favor your interests.
His political character is but transient, and he will promote,
as much as possible, his own private interests.
He will
conclude, the constant observation has been that he will
abuse his power, and that it is expected.
The king of England has a more permanent interest.
His stock, his family,
is to continue in possession of the same emolument.
The
more flourishing his nation, the more formidable and powerthl is he. The sword and purse are not united, in that gov.
ernment, in the same hands, as in this system.
Does not
infinite security result from a separation ?
But it is said that our Congress are more responsible than
the British Parliament.
It appears to me that there is no
real, but there may be some specious responsibility.
If Congress, in the execution of their unbounded powers, shall have
done wrong, how will you come at them to punish them, if
they are at the distance ot" five hundred miles ? At such a
great distance, they will evade responsibility altogether.
If
you have given up your militia, and Congress shall l:efuse
to arm them, you have lost every thing.
Your existence
will be precarious, hecause you depend on others, whose interests are not affected by your infelicity.
If Congress are
to arm us exclusively, the man of New Hampshire may vote
for or against it, as well as the Virginian.
The gre_t distance and difference between the two places render it
impossible that the people of that country can know or pursue what will promote our convenience.
I therefore conlend that, if Congress do not arm the militia, we ought to
provide for it ourselves.
Mr. NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, the great object of
overnment, in every country, is security and public defence
suppose, therefore, that wh_tt we ought to attend to here,
is, what is the best mode of enabling the general govern.
ment to protect us.
One of three ways must ha t)ursue¢1
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for this purpose.
We must either empower them to employ,
and rely altogether on, a standing army; or depend altog _.ther
on militia; or else we must enable them to use the one or
the other of these two ways, as may be found most expedient. The least reflection will satisfy us that the Convention has adopted the only proper method.
If a standing
army were alone to be employed, such an army must be kept
up in time of peace as would be sufficient in war.
The
dangers of such an army are so striking that every mall
would oppose the adoption of this government, had it been
proposed by it as the only mode of defence.
Would it be
sa['e to depend on militia alone, without the agency of
regular forces, even in time of war?
Were we to be invaded by a powerful, disciplined army, should we be safe
with militia ? Could men unacquainted with the hardships,
and unskilled in the discipline of war, mmen only inured to
the peaceable occupations of domestic life, -- encounter with
success the most skilful veterans, inured to the fatigues and
toils of campaigns ? Akhough some people are pleased with
the theory of reliance on militia, as the sole defence of a
tlation, yet I think it will be found, in practice, to be by no
means adequate.
Its inadequacy is proved by the experience of other nations.
But were it fully adequate, it would
be unequal.
If war be supported by militia, it is by personal
service. The poor man does as much as the rich. Is this
just? What is the consequence when war is carried on by
regular troops ? They are paid by taxes raised from the
people, according to their property; and then the rich man
pays an adequate share.
But, if you confine yourselves to militia alone, the poor
man is oppressed.
The rich man exempts himself by furnishing a substitute.
And, although it be oppressive to the
poor, it is not advantageous to the rich ? For what he gives
would pay rcgular troops.
It is therefore neither safe nor
just to depend entirely on militia.
As these two ways
are ineligible, let us consider the third method.
Does this
Constitution put this on a proper footing ? It enables Congress to raise an army when necessary, or to call forth the
militia when necessary.
What will be the consequence of
lheir having these two powers ? Till there be a necessity
for an army to be raised, militia will do. And when an
army w_ll be raised, the militia will still be employed, which
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will render a less numerous army sufficient.
By these means,
there will be a sufficient defence for the country, without
having a standing army altogether, or opprt.'ssing the people. The worthy member has said, that it ought to be a
part of the Constitution that the militia ought not to go out
of the state without the consent of the state legislature.
What would be the consequence of this ? The gc.neral defence is trusted to the. general government.
How is it to
protect the Union ? It must apply to the. state gow'rnments
betbre it can do it. Is this right ?. Is it not subjecting the
general will to the particular will, and exposing the general
defence to the particular caprice of the members of the state
governments?
This would entirely defeat the power given
to Congress to provide for the general defence ; and unless
the militia were to aid in the execution of the laws when
resisted, the other powers of Congress would be nugatory.
But he has said that this idea is justified by the English history ; for that the king has the power of the sword, but must
apply to the commons for the means of using it m for tht;
porse.
This is not a similar case. The kingand commons
are parts of the same government.
But the general government is separate and perfectly distinct from the individual
governments of the states.
Should Congress be obliged to
apply to the particular states for the militia, they may be refused, and the government overturned.
To make the case
similar, he ought to show us that the king and Parliament
were, obliged to call on some other power to raise forces, and
provide for the means of carrying on war; tbr, otherwise,
there is no similitude.
If the general government be obliged to apply to the
s_ates, a part will be thereby rendered superior to the whole.
What are to be the effects of the amendments proposed?
To destroy one of tlie most beneficial parts of the Constitu
lion, put an obstacle in the way of the general government,
and put it in the power of the state governments to take
away the aid of the militia.
Who will be most likely to
want the aid of the militia?
The Southern States, from
their situation.
Who are the most likely to be called for?
The Eastern States, from their strength, _c.
Should we
put it in the power of particular states to refuse the militia,
it ought to operate against ourselves.
It is the height of bad
policy to alter this part of the system.
But it is said, the
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militia are to be disarmed.
Will they be worse armed than
they are now ? Still, as my honor_,ble friend said, tile states
would have power to arm them.
The power of arming
them is concurrent between the general and state govern
ments; for the power of arming them rested in the state
governments belhre : and although the power be given to the.
general government, yet it is not given exclusively; for, in
every instance where the Constitution intends that the general government shall exercise ally power exclusively of tile
state governments,
words of exclusion are particularly inserted. Consequently, in every case where such words of
exclusion are not inserted, the power is concurrent to the
state governments and Congress, unless where it is impossible that the power should be exercised by both. It is, therefore, not an absurdity to say, that Virgi,fia may arm the
militia, should Congress neglect to arm them.
But it would
be absurd to s;ly that we should arm them after Congress
had armed them, when it would be unnecessary;
or that
Congress should appoint the officers, and train the militia,
when it is expressly excepted from their powers.
But his great uneasiness is, that the militia may be under
ma,'tial law when not on duty.
A little attention will be
sufficient to remove this apprehension.
The Congress is to
have power "to provide tbr the arming, organizing, and
disciplining the militia, and for governing su(;h part of them
as may be employed in the service of the United States."
Another part tells yon that they are to provide for calling them
forth, to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections,
and repel invasions.
These powers only amount to this
that they can only call them tbrth in these three cases, and
that they can onl_y govern su('h part of them as may be in
the actual service of the United States.
This causes a sufficient security that they will not be under martial law bnt
when in actual service.
If, sir, a mutiny bill has continued
since the revolution, recollect that this is done under the
present happy government.
Under the new government, no
appropriation of money, to the use of raising or supporting an
army, shall be Ibr a longer term than two years.
The Presic_entis tocommand.
But the regulation ofthe army and navy
lsgiven to Congress.
Our representatives will be a powerful
.'het.k here.
The influence of the commons, in England,
tn this case, is very predominant.
But the worthy member
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on ta_. othe_ side of the house has said that the militia are
the great bulwark of the nation, and wishes to take no step
to bring them into disuse.
What is the inference ? He
wishes to see the militia employed.
The Constitution provides what he wants.
This is, to bring them fi'equently
into use. If he expects that, by depriving the general government of the power of calling them into more fivquent
use, they will be rendered more useful and expert, he is
greatly deceived.
We ought to part with the power to use
the militia to somebody.
To whom?
Ought we not to
art with it for the general defence ? If you give it not to
ongress, it may be denied by the states.
If you withhold
it, you render a standing army absolutely necessary ; for if
they have not the militia, they must have such a body of
troops as will be necessary for the general defence of the
Union.
It was said, by the gentleman, that there was something
singular in this government, in saying that the militia shall
be called forth to execute the laws of the Union.
There
is a great difference between having the power in three
cases, and in all cases.
They cannot call them forth for
any other purpose than to execute the laws, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions.
And can any thing be more
demonstrably obvious, than that the laws ought to be enforced if resisted, and insurrections quelled, and foreign
invasions repelled ? But it is asked, Why has not the Constitution declared that the civil power shall be employed to
execute the laws?
Has it said that the civil power shall
not be employed ? The civil officer is to execute the laws
on all occasions ; and, if he be resisted, this auxiliary power
is given to Congress of calling forth the militia to execute
them, when it shall be found absolutely necessary.
From his argument on this occasion, and his eulogium on
the executive magistrate of Britain, it might be inferred that
the executive magistrate he.re was to have the power of calling forth the milffia. What is the idea of those gentlemen
who heard his argument on this occasion?
Is it not that
the President is to bare this power--that
President, who,
he tells us, is not to have those high feelings, and that fine
sensibility, which tile British monarch possesses?
No, sir,
the President is not to have this power.
God forbid we
should ever see a public man in this country who should
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have this power.
Congress only are to have the power of
calling forth the militia. And will the worthy member say
that he would trust this power to a prince, governed by the
dictates of ambition, or mere motives of personal interest,
sooner than he would trust it in the hands of Congress?
I
will trust Congress, because they will be actuated by motives
of fellow-feeling.
They can make no regulations but what
will affect themselves, their friends, and relations.
But I
would not trust a prince, whose ambition and private views
would be the guide of his actions.
When the government
is carried on by represeutatives,
and persons of my own
choice, whom I can follow when far removed, who can be
displaced at stated and short periods,--I
can safely confide
the power to them.
It appears to me that this power is
essentially necessary;
for, as the general defence is trusted
to Congress, we ought to intrust fillly the means.
This
cannot be fully done without giving the power of calling
forth the militia; and this power is sufficiently guarded."
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman has laid much stress on the maxim, that the purse and
sword ought not to be put in the same hands, with a view
of pointing out the impropriety of vesting this power in the
general government.
But it is totally inapplicable to this
question.
What is the meaning of this maxim ? Does it
mean that the sword and purse ought not to be trusted in
the hands of the same government ? This cannot be the
meaning ; for there never was, and I can say there never will
be, an efficient government, in which both are not vested.
The only rational meaning is, that the sword and purse are not
to be given to the same member.
Apply it to the British government, which has been mentioned.
The sword is in the
hands of the British king; the purse in the hands of the
Parliament.
It is so in America, as far as any analogy can
exist. Would the honorable member say that the sword
ought to be put in the hands of the representatives of the
people, or in other hands independent
of the government
altog.ether ? If he says so, it will violate the meaning of that
maxun.
This would be a novelty l_itherto unprecedented.
The purse is in the hands of the representatives
of the
people. They have the appropriation of all moneys.
They
have the direcuon and regulation of land and naval forces.
They are to provide for calling forth the militia; and the
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President is to have the command, and, in conjunction with
the Senate, to appoint the officers. The means ought to be
commensurate to tile end. The end is general protection.
This cannot be effi-cted without a general power to use the
strength of the Union.
We are told that both sides are distinguished by these
great traits, confidence and distrust. Perhaps there may he
a less or greater tincture of suspicion on one side than the
other. But give me leave to say that, where power can be
safely lodged, if it be necessary, reason commands its cession.
In such case, it is imprudent al_d unsafe to withhold it. It
is universally admitted that it must be lodged i_ some
hands or other. The question, then, is, in what part of the
government it ought to be placed ; and not whether any other
.political body, independent of the government, should have
it or not. I profess myself to have had a uniform zeal for a
republican government. If the honorable member, or any
other person, conceives that my attachment to this system
arises from a different source, he is greatly mistaken. From
the first moment that my mind was capable of contemplating
political subjects, I never, till this moment, ceased wishing
success to a well-regulated republican government. The
establishment of such in America was my most ardent desire.
I have considered attentively (and my consideration has been
aided by experience) the tendency of a relaxation of laws
and a licentiousness of manners.
If we review the history of all republics, we are justified in
the supposition that, if the bands of the government be relaxed,
confusion will ensue. Anarchy ever has produced, and I fear
ever will produce, despotism. What was the state of things
that preceded the wars and revolutions in Germany ? Faction
and confusion. What produced the disorders and commotions
of Holland ? The like causes. In this commonwealth, and
every state in the Union, the relaxed operation of the government has been sufficient to alarm the friends of their
country. The rapid increase of population in every state is
an additional reason to cheek dissipation and licentiousness.
Does it not strongly call for the friends of republican government to endeavor to establish a republican organization ?
A change is ab_lutely necessary. I can see no danger in
submitting to practice an experiment which seems to be
founded on the best theoretic principles.
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But the honorable member tells us there is not an equal
responsibility delineated, on that paper, to that which is in the
English government.
Cah:ulations have been made here,
that, when you strike off those entirely elected by the influence of the crown, the other part does not bear a greater
proportion to the number of their people, than the number
fixed in that paper bears to the number of inhabitants in the
United States.
If it were otherwise, there is still more responsibility in this government.
Our representatives
are
chosen for two years.
In Great Britain, they are chosen for
seven years.
Any citizen may be elected here.
In Great
Britain, no one can be elected, to represent a county, without having an estate of the wdue of six hundred pounds sterling a year ; nor to represent a corporation, without an annual
estate of three hundred pounds.
Yet we are told, there is
no sympathy or fellow-feeliag between the people here and
their representatives;
but that in England they have both.
A just comparison will show that, if confidence be due to the
government there, it is due tenfold here.
[Mr. Madison made many other observations,but spoke so very low
that he couldnot be distinctly heard.]
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, it is now confessed that
this is a national government.
There is not a single federal
feature in it. It has been alleged, within these walls, during the debates, to be national and federal, as it suited the
arguments of gentlemen.
But now, when we have heard the definition of it, it is
purely national.
The honorable member was pleased to say
that the sword and purse included every thing of consequence.
And shall we trust them out of our hands without checks
and barriers?
The sword and purse are essentially necessary for the government.
Every essential requisite must be
in Congress.
Where are the pt]rse and sword of Virginia ?
They must go to Congress.
What is become of your country? The Virginian government is but a name.
It clearly
results, from his last argument, that we are to be consolidated.
We should be thought unwise indeed to keep two
hundred legislators in Virginia, when the government is, in
lhct, gone to Philadelphia or New York.
We are, as a state,
to form no part of the government.
Where are your cheeks?
The most essential objects of government are to b,. adminis-
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teretl by Congress.
How, then, can the state governments
be any cheek upon them?
If we are to be a republican
_overnment, it will be consolidated, not confederated.
The means, says the gentleman, must be commensurate to
the end. How does this apply?
All things in common are
left with this government.
There being an infinitude in the
government, there must be an infinitude of means to carry it
on. This is a sort of mathematical government that may
appear well on paper, but cannot sustain examination, or be
safely reduced to practice.
The delegation of power to an
adequate number of representatives, and an unimpeded reversion of it back to the people, at short periods, form the
principal traits of a republican government.
The idea of a
republican government, in that paper, is something sui_erior
to the poor people.
The governing persons are the ser;ants
of the people.
There, the servants are greater than their
masters; because it includes infinitude, and infinitude excludes
every idea of subordination. In this the creature has destroyed
and soared above the creator. For if its powers be infinite,
what rights have the people remaining : By that very argument, despotism has made way in all countries where the
people unfortunately have been enslaved by it. We are told,
the. sword.and purse are..necessary. . for. the. national defence
The.juncuon of these, without hmltauon, m the same hands,
is, by logical and mathematical conclusions, the description
of despotism.
The reasons adduced here to-day have long ago been advanced in favor of passive obedience and non-resistance.
In
1688, the British nation expelled their monarch for attempting to trample on their liberties.
The doctrine of divine
right and passive obedience was said to be commanded by
Heaven--it
was inculcated by his minions and adherents.
He wanted to possess, without control, the sword and
purse. The attempt cost him his crown. This government
demands the same powers.
I see reason to be more and
more alarmed. I fear it will terminate in desFotism.
As
to his objection of the abuse of liberty, it is denied.
The
political inquiries and promotions of the peasants are a happy
circumstance.
A foundation of knowledge is a great mark
of happiness.
When the spirit of inquiry after political
"liscernment goes forth among the lowest of the people, it
rejoices my heart. Why such fearful apprehensions?
I
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defy him to show that liberty has been abused. There has
been no rebellion here, though there was in Massachusetts
Tell me of any country which has been so long without a rebellion. Distresses have been patiently borne, in this country, which would have produced revolutions in other countries.
We strained every nerve to make provisions to pay off our
soldiers and officers. They, though not paid, and gready
distressed at the conclusion of the war, magnanimously ac
quiesced.
The depreciation of the circulating currency
very much involved many of them, and thousands of other
citizens, in absolute ruin ; but the same patient fortitude and
forbearance marked their conduct.
What would the people
of England have done in such a situation ? They would
have resisted the government, and murdered the tyrant.
But in this country, no abuse of power has taken place. It
is only a general assertion, unsupported, which suggests the
contrary. Individual licentiousness will show its baneful
consequences in every country, let its government be what it
ma .
_ut the honorable gentleman says, responsibility
will
exist more in this than in the British government.
It exists
here more in name than any thihg else. I need not speak
of the executive authority.
But consider the two houses
the American Parliament.
Are the members of the Senate
responsible ? They may try themselves, and, if found guilty
on impeachment,
are to be only removed from office. In
England, the greatest characters are brought to the block
for their sinister administration.
They have a power there,
not to dismiss them from office, but from life, for mal-pracrices. The king himself cannot pardon in this case.
How
does it stand with respect to your lower house ? You have
but ten.
Whatever number may be there, six is a majority.
Will your country afford no temptation, no money to
corrupt them
• . Cannot six fat places be found to accommodate them?
They may, after the first Congress, take any
place.
There will be a multiplicity of places.
Suppose
they corruptly obtain places.
Where will you find them, to
punish them ? At the t_rthest parts of the Union ; in the
ten miles square, or within a state where there is a strong
Ilold. What are you to do when these men return from
Philadelphia'?
Two things are to be done.
To detect the
offender and bring him to punishment.
You will find it difficult to do either.
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In England, the proceedings are openly transacted. They
deliver their opinions freely and openly. They do not fear
all Europe. Compare it to this. You cannot delect the
guilty. The publication from time to time is merely optional in them. They may prolong the period, or suppress
it altogether, under pretence of its being necessary to be
kept secret. The yeas and nays will avail nothing. Is the
ublication daily ? It may be a year, or once in a century.
know this would be an unfair construction in the common
concerns of life. But it would satisfy the words of the
Constitution.
It would be some security were it once
a year, or even once in two years. When the new
election comes on, unless you detect them, what becomes
of your responsibility ? Will they discover their guilt when
they wish to be re61ected ? This would suppose them to
be not only bad, but foolish men, in pursuit of responsibility.
Have you a right to scrutinize into the conduct of your representatives ? Can any man, who conceives himself injured,
go and demand a sight of their .journals ? But it will be
told that 1 am suspicious. I am answered, to every question,
that they will be good men. In England, they see daily
what is doing in Parliament. They will hear from their
Parliament in one thirty-ninth part of the time that we shall
hear from Cong,'ess in this scattered country. Let it be
proposed, in England, to lay a poll tax, or enter into any
measure, that will injure one part and produce emoluments
to another, intelligence will fly quickly as the rays of light
to the people. They will instruct their representatives to
oppose it, and will petition azainst it, and get it prevented
or redressed instantly, hnpeiwhment follows quickly a violation of duty. Will it be so here? You must detect the
.offimce, and punish the defaulter. How will this be done
when you know not the offi_nder, even though he had a previous design to commit the misdemeanor ? Your Parliament
will consist of sixty-five. Your share will be ten out of the
sixty-five. Will they not take shelter, by saying they were
in the minority _ th:lt the men from New Hampshire and
Kentucky outvoted them ? Thus will responsibility, that
great pillar of a free government, be taken away.
The honorable gentleman wished to try the experiment.
Loving his cotmrry as lie does, he would not surely wish to
trust his happiness to an experiment, from which much harm,
but no good, may result.
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I will speak another time, and will not fatigue the committee now.
I think the friends of the opposition ought to
make a pause here; for I can see no safety to my country,
if you give up this power.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, the honorable member
expresses surprise that I wished to.see an experiment made of
a republican government, or that I would risk the happiness of
my country on an experiment.
What is the situation of this
country at this moment?
Is it not rapidly approaching to
anarchy ? Are not the bands of the Union so absolutely relaxed as almost to amount to a dissolution ? What has produced despotism and tyranny in other parts of the world ?
Is it not agreed, upon all hands, that a reform is necessary ?
If any takes place, will it not be an experiment, as well as
this system ? He acknowledges
the existing system to be
defective. He admits the necessity of some change.
Would
not the change he would choose himself be also an experiment?
He has repeated objections which have already
been clearly refilted, and which, therefore, I will pass over.
With respect to responsibility, still the honorable member
thinks that the House of Represe,tatives
and Senate will
suffer by a comparison with the British Parliament.
I will
not repeat the contrast made before, which he has mentioned. He tells us what may be done by our representatives with respect to the admission to offices, and insinuates
that less may be done in Great Britain by the members of
Parliament.
In this country, by this system, no new office
can be taken by a member of the governmeat, and if he
takes an old one, he loses his seat.
If the emoluments of
any existing office be increased, he cannot take it. How is
it in Great Britain ? Any member m_y have ally place; for
Parliament may create any new offices they please, or increase
the emoluments of existing offices, and yet the members
may accept any such places.
Any member may accept any
office whatever, and go azain into Parliament.
Does this
comparison militate against this system?
He tells us the
affairs of our country are not alarming.
I wish this assertion was well founded.
I concur with him in rejoicing to
see the people enlightened and vigilant.
I should be happy
to see the people p:,ying respect to the laws and magistracy
But is respect paid to our l lws ? Every man's experwnce
will tell him more, perhaps than any thing I c,mld say.
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Public and private confidence daily and rapidly decrease.
Experiments must be made, and in that form which we must
find most to the interest of our country.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman,
our attention is
smnmoned to this clause respecting the militia, and alarms
are thrown out to persuade us that it involves a multiplicity
of danger.
It is supposed by the honorable gentleman lately
up, and another gentleman, that the clause for calling tbrth
the militia to suppress insurrections, repel invasions, and execute the laws of the Union, implies that, instead of using
civil force in the first instance, the militia are to be called
forth to arrest petty offenders against the laws.
Ought not
common sense to be the rule of interpreting
this Constitution ? Is there an exclusion of the civil power ? Does it
provide that the laws are to be enforced by military coercion
in all cases?
No, sir. All that we are to infer is, that
when the civil power is not sufficient, the militia must he
drawn out. Who are they?
He says (and I cheerfully
acquiesce in the rectitude of the assertion) that they are
the bulwarks of our liberties.
Shall we be afraid that the
people, this bulwark of freedom, will turn instruments of
slavery ? The officers are to be appointed by the states.
Will you admit that they will act so criminally as to turn
against their country ? The officers of the general government are attached to it, because they derive their appointment from it. Admitting the militia officers to be corrupt, what is to make them be in favor of the general
government ? Will not the same reason attach them to the
state governments ? But it is I_ared that the militia are to
be subjected to martial law when not in service.
They are
only to be called out in three cases, and only to be governed
by the authority of Congress when in the actual service of
the United States ; so that their articles of war can no longer
operate upon them than when in the actual service of the
Union.
Can it be presumed that you can vest the supreme power
of the United States with the power of defence, and yet
take away this natural defence from them ? You risk the
general defence by withholding this power.
The honorable gentleman, speaking of responsibility, has
mistaken facts.
He says the kin_ cannot pardon offenders
found guilty on impeachment.
The king can paraon after
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mpeaehment, though not before. He says, further, that in
America every thing is concealed, whereas in England the
operations of the government are openly transacted.
In
England,. those subjects which produce impeachments are
not opinions.
No man ever thought of impeaching a alan
for an opinion.
It would be impossible to discover whether
the error in opinion resulted from a wilful mistake of the
heart, or an involuntary fault of the head.
What are the
odcasions of impeachments
most commonly?
Treaties.
Are these previously known ? No.
Till after they are presented to the public eye, they are not known.
Those who
advised a treaty are not known till then.
There ought not
to be a publication on the subject of negotiations till the),
are concluded.
So that, when he thinks there is a greater
notoriety in this case in England than here, I say he is mis
taken. There will be as much notoriety in America as in
England. The spirit of the nation occasions the notoriety
of their political operations, and not any constitutional requisition. The spirit of liberty will not be, less predominant in
America, I hope, than there.
With respect to a standing
army, I believe there was not a member in tne federal Convention, who did not feel indignation at such an institution.
What remedy, then, could be provided ? Leave the country
defenceless ? In order to provide for our defence, and exclude the dangers of a standing army, the general defen_e is
left to those who are the ol!iects of defence.
It is left to the
militia, who will suffer if they become the instruments of
tyranny.
The general government must have power to call
them |brth when the general defence requires it. In order
to produce greater security, the state governments are to
appoint the officers. The President, who commands them
when in actual service of the Union, is appointed secondarily
by the people. This is a further security.
Is it not incredible that men who are interested in the happiness of their
country--whose
t_iends, relations, and connections, must be
involved in the fate of their country--should
turn against
their country ? I appeal to every man whether, if any of
our own officers were called upon to destroy the liberty of
their country, he believes they would assent to such an act
of suicide. The state governments, having the power of
appointing them, may elect men who are the most remarkable for their virtue ot_attachment to their country.
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Mr. GEORGE
MASON, after having read the clause
which gives Congress power to provide for arming, organizing, and disciplining the militia, and governing those in
actual service of the Union, declared it as his firm belief,
that it included the power of annexing punishments, and
establishing necessary discipline, more especially as the construction of this, and every other part of the Constitutioll,
was left to those who were to govern.
If so, he asked il
Congress could not inflict the most ignominious punishments
on the most worthy citizens of the community.
Would
freemen submit to such indignant treatment ? It might be
thought a strained construction, but it was no more than
Congress might put upon it. He thought such severities
might be exercised on the militia as would make them wish
the use of the militia to be utterly abolished, and asseut to
the establishment of a standing army. He then adverted to
the representation, and said it was not sufficiently full to take
into consideration the feelings and sentiments of all the citizens.
He admitted that the nature of the country rendered
a full representation impracticable.
But he strongly urged
that impracticability as a conclusive reason for granting no
powers to the government but such as were absolutely indispensable, and these to be most cautiously guarded.
He then recurred to the power of impeachment.
On this
subject he entertained great suspicions.
He apologized for
bein.g.suspicious.
He entered into the world with as few
suspicions as any man. Young men, he said, were apt to
think well of every one, till time and experience taught
them better.
After a treaty manifestly repugnant to the interests of the country was made, he asked how they were
to be punished.
Suppose it had been made by the means
of briber:) and corruption.
Suppose they had received one
hundred thousand guineas, or louis d'ors, from a foreien nation,
for consenting to a treaty, how was the truth to be come at _
Corruption and bribery of that kind had happened in other
governments, and might in this.
The House of Representatwes were. to impeach them.
The senators were to try
themselves.
If a majority of them were guilty of the crime,
would they pronounce themselves guilty ? Yet, says he, this
is called responsibility.
He wished to _.now in what court
the members of the government were to be tried for the
i:ommission of indictable offences, or injuries to individuals.
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He acknowledged himself" to be no lawyer; but he though:
he could see that they could be tried neither in the state nor
federal eourts.
The only means, therefore, of bringing
them to punishment, must be by a court appointed by law ;
and the law to punish them must also be made by themselves. By whom is it to be made ? demanded he. By
the very men who are interested in not inflicting punishment. Yet, says he, though they make the law, and fix the
punishment to be. inflicted on themselves, it is called responsibility. If the senators do not agree to the law, it will not
be made, and thus they will escape altogether.
[Mr. Mason then animadverted on the ultimate control of Congress
aver the elections, and was proeeeding to prove that it was dangerous,
when he was called to order, by Mr. Nicholas, for departing from thb
elluse under consideration. A desultoryconversation ensued, and Mr
Mason was permitted to proceed. He was of opinionthat the eontro
over elections tended to destroy respons,bility, He declared he had en
deavoredto discover whether this power was really necessary,or what
was the necessityof vesting it in the government,but he could find no
goodreason for giving it; that the reasons suggested were that, in ease
the statesshould refuse or neglect to make regulations,or in ease they
should be prevented from makiug regulations by rebellion or invasion,
then the general governmentshould interpose.]
Mr. Mason then proceeded thus:
If there be any other
cases, I should be glad to know them; for I know them
not. If there be no other, why not confine them to these
cases? But the power here, as in a thousand other instances, is without reason. I have no power which any other
person can take from me.
I have no right of representation, if they can take it from me. I say, therefore, that
Congress may, hy this claim, take away the right of representation, or render it nugatory, despicable, or oppressive.
It .is at least argumentative, that what may be done will
be done, and that a favorite point will be done by those
who can.
Suppose the state of Virginia should adopt such regulations
as gentlemen say, (and in which I accord with all my heart,)
and divide the state into ten districts.
Suppose, then, that
Congress should order, instead of this, that the elections
should be held in the borough of Norfolk.
Will any man
say that any man in Frederick or Berkely county would
have any share in this representation, if the members were
chosen in Norfolk ? Nay
might go farther, and say that
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the elections for all the states might t e had in New York,
and then we should have to go so thr that the privilc e
would be lost altogether; for but few gentlemen could _fe
ford to go thither.
Some of the best friends of the Coustitution have advocated that the elections should be in one
place.
This power is not necessary, and is capahle of great
abuse.
It ought to be confined to the particular cases in
which they assert it to be necessary.
Whatever gentlemen
may think of the opposition, I will never agree to give any
power which I conceive to be dangerous.
I have doubts on another point. The 5th section of the
1st article provides, "that each house shall keep a journal
of its .proceedings, and from time to time publish the same,
excepting such parts as may, in their judgment, require secrecy."
This enables them to keep the negotiations about
treaties secret.
Under this veil they may conceal any thing
and every thing.
Why not insert words that would exclude
ambiguity and danger ? The words of the Confederation,
that defective system, are, in this respect, more eligible.
What are they ? In the last clause of the 9th article it is
provided, ,' that Congress shall publish the journal of their
proceedings monthly, except such parts thereof, relating to
treaties, alliances, or military operations, as, in their judgment,
require secrecy."
The proceedings, by that system, are to
be published monthly, with certain exceptions.
These are
proper guards. It is not so here. On the contrary, they
may conceal what they please.
Instead of giving information, they will produce; suspicion.
You cannot discover the advocates of their iniquitous acts.
This is an additional defect of responsibility.
Neither house
can adjourn, without the consent of the other, for more than
three days. This is no parliamentary rule. It is untrodden
ground, and it appears to me liable to much exception.
The senators are chosen for six years.
They are not recallable for those six years, and are rei_ligible at the end of
the six years.
It stands on a very different ground fi'om the
Confederation.
By that system, they were only elected for
one year, might be recalled, and were incapable of reinfection. But in the new Constitution, instead of being elected
for one, they are chosen for six years.
They cannot be,
recalled, in all that time, fi_r any mlseonduet, and at tht_
end of that long term may again be elected.
What will be
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the operation of this ? Is it not probable that those gentlemen, who will be elected senators, will fix themselves in the
federal town, and become citizens of that town more than
of our state ? They will purchase a good seat in or near
the town, and becoale inhabitants of that place. Will it not
be, then, in the power of the Senate to worry the House of
Representatives into any thing ? They will be a continuallyexisting body. They will exercise those machinations and
contrivances which the many have always to fear from the
fhw. The House of Representatives is the only check on
the Senate, with their enormous powers.
But, by that
clause, you give them the power of worrying the House of
Representatives into a compliance with any measure.
The
senators, living on the spot, will feel no inconvenience from
long sessions, as they will vote themselves handsome pay,
without incurring any additional expenses.
Your representatives are on:a different ground, from their shorter continuance ill office. The gentlemen from Georgia are six or
seven hundred miles from home, and wish to go home. The
Senate, taking advantage of this, by stopping the other house
from adjourning, may worry them into ally thing.
These
are my doubts, and I think the provision not consistent with
the usual parliamentary modes.
Mr. LEE, (of Westmoreland.)
Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to know the truth on this great occasion.
I was in hopes
of receiving true information, but have been disappointed.
I have heard suspicions against possibility, and not against
probability.
As to the distinction which lies between the
gentlemen for and against the Constitution, nin
the first
place, most of the arguments the latter use pay no regard to
the necessity of the Union, which is our object.
In the next
place, they use contradictory arguments.
It may be remembered that we were told there was great danger of an aristocracy governing this country; for that their wages would
be so low, that the rich alone could serve. And what does
;tnother gentleman say?
That the price will be so high,
that they will fix themselves comfortably in office, and, by
their power and extravagant
emolume,ts, ruin us. Ought
we to adduce arguments like these, which imply a palpable
contradiction ? We ought to use arguments capable of discusslon.
I 'beg leave to make some reply to what the honorab,e
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gentleman over the way said. He rose with great triumph
and exultation, saying that we had conceded that the government was national.
The honorable gentleman is so little
used to triumph oil the grounds of reasoning, that he suffers
himself to be quite captivated by the least appearance of victory. What reason had he to say that we admitted it to be
a uational government ? We agree that the sword and the
]mrse are in the hands of the general government tbr different
dL_signated purposes.
What had the honorable member conceded ? That the objects of the government were gener;d,
as designated in that system, equally affecting the interests of
t',_epeople of every state. This was the sole concession, aud
'vhit:h by no means warrants his conclusion.
Then why
did the honorable gentleman seize it as a victory?
Does
he mean to object to the Constitution by putting words into
our mouths which we never uttered ? Did that gentleman
say that the happiness of the people depended on the private
virtues of the members of the government, and not on its
construction ? Did any gentleman admit this, as he insinuated ? No, sir, we never admitted such a conclusion.
Why, then, take up the time of this house in declaiming on
words we never said ? We say that it will secure our liberty
and happiness, and that it is so constructed and organized,
that we need apprehend no danger.
But, says he, the creature destroys the creator. How has
he proved it? By his b:lre assertion.
By ascribing infinitude to powers clearly limited and defined, for certain designated purposes. ] shall not repeat the arguments which
have filly refuted this idea of the honorable gentleman.
But gentlemen say that we must apply to the militia to
execute the constitutional laws, without the interposition of
the civil power, and that a military officer is to be substituted for the sheriff in all cases.
This unwarrantable
ol_ection is urged, like many others, to produce the rejection
of this government, though contrary to reason.
What is the
meaning of the clause under debate ? Does not their explanation violate the natural meaning of language ? _Is it to
be inferred that, when the laws are not opposed, judgments
must be executed by the militia ? Is this the right and liberal way of discussing the general national obiects ? I am
astonisl_ed that gentlemen should attempt to impose so absurd a construction upon us.
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The honorable gentleman last up says, that organizing,
the militia gives Congress power to punish them when no,
in the at'tual service of the government.
The gentleman is
mistaken in the meaning of the word organization, to explain
which would unnecessarily take up time.
Suffice it to say,
it does not include the infliction of punishments.
The militia will be subject to the common regulations of war when
in actual service ; but not in time of peace.
But the honorable gentleman said there is danger of an
abuse of the power, and attempted to exemplify.
And delegated power may be abused.
It would be civil and caudid
in those gentlemen, who inveigh against this Constitution
with such malignity, to show in what manner adequate
powers can be given without a possibility of being abused.
It appears to me to be as well secured as it can be, and
that the alterations he proposes would involve many disadvantages.
I cannot, then, but conclude that this government
will, in my opinion, secure our liberty and happiness, without any alteration.
Mr. CLAY made several remarks; but he spoke too low.
He admitted that he might be mistaken with respect to the
exclusion of the civil power in executing the laws.
As it
was insinuated that he was not under the influence of common sense in making the objection, his error might result
from his deficiency in that respect.
But he thought that
another gentleman was as deficient in common decency as
he was in comalon sense.
He was not, however, convinced
that the civil power would be employed.
If it was meant
that the militia should not be called out to exeeult; the laws
in all cases, why were they not satisfied with the words,
" repel invasions, suppress insurrections" ? He thought the
word insurrection included every opposition to the laws ; and
if so, it would b_ sufficient to call them forth to suppress insurrections, without mentioning that they were to execute
the laws of the Union.
He added that, although the militia
officers were appointed by the state governments, yet, as they
were sworn to obey the superior power of Congress, no
_'heck or security would result from their nomination of
them.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I cannot think that the
explanatiou of the gentleman last up is founded in reason.
It does not say that the militia shall be called out in all cases,
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but in certain cases.
There are cases in which the execution of the laws may require the operation of militia, which
cannot be said to be au invasion or insurrection.
There
may be a resistance to the laws which cannot be termed an
insurrection.
My honorable friend over the way has opened a new
source of argument.
He has introduced the assertions of
gentlemen out of doors.
If" we thus depart from regularity,
we shall never be able to come to a decision.
If there be any gentleman who is a friend to the government, and says that the elections may or ought to be held in
one place, he is an enemy to it on that ground.
With respect to the time, place, and manner of elections, I cannot
think, notwithstanding
the apprehensions of the honorable
gentleman, that there is any danger, or, if abuse should take
place, that there is not sufficient security.
If all tile people
of the United States should be directed to go to elect in one
place, the members of the government would be execrated
for the inlhmous regulation.
Many would go to trample
them under foot for their conduct; and they would be succeeded by men who would remove it. They would not dare
to meet the uniw;rsal hatred and detestation of the people,
and run the risk of the certain dreadful consequences.
We
must keep within the compass of human probability.
If a
possibility be the cause of objection, we must object to every
government in America.
But the, honorable genlleman may
say that better guards may be provided.
Let us consider
the objection.
The power of regulating the time, place, and
manner of elections, must be vested somewhere.
It could
not be fixed in the Constitution without involving great inconveniences.
They could then have no authority to adjust
the regulation to the changes of circumstances.
The question then is, whether it ought to be fixed unalterably in the
state governments, or be subject to the control of the general
government.
Is it not obvious that the general government
would be destroyed without this control?
It has already
been demonstrated that it will produ,'e many conveniences.
Have we not sufficient security against abuse ? Consider
fully the principles of the government.
The sum of the
powers given up by the people of Virginia is divided into two
classes_one
to the federal and the other to the state government.
Each is subdivided into three branches.
These
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may be kept independent of each other in the one as well as
the other.
In this system, they are as distinct as is consist
ent with good policy. This, in my opinion, instead of diminishing, increases the security of liberty more than any government that ever was ; for the powers of government which,
in every other country, are given to one [_ody, are here given
to two, and are favorable to public liberty.
With respect to
secrecy, if every thing in which it is necessary could be enumerated, I would have no objection to mention them.
All
the state legislatures can keep secret what they think ought
to be concealed.
The British House of Commons can do it.
They are in this respect under much less restraint than Congress. There never was any legislative assembly without a
discretionary power of concealing important transactions, the
publication of which might be detrimental to the community.
There can be no real danger as long as the government is
constructed on such principles.
He objects also to the clause respecting adjournment--that
neither house shall, without the consent of the other, adjourn
tbr more than three days.
It was betbre remarked that, if
a difference should take place between the houses about the
time of adjournment, the President could still determine it;
from which no danger could arise, as he is chosen in a seeondary degree by the people, and would consequently fix no
time which would be repugnant to the sense of the representatives of the people. Another and more satisfactory
answer is this : Suppose the Senate wished to chain down
the House of Representatives;
what is to hinder them from
going home ? How bring them back again ? It would be
contrary to the spirit of the Constitution to impede the operations of the government,
perhaps at a critical period.
I
cannot conceive that such difference will often happen.
Were the Senate to attempt to prevent an adjournment, it
would but serve to irritate the representatives without having the intended effect, as the President could adjourn them.
There will not be occasion for the continual residence of the
senators at the seat of government.
What business have
they more than the House of Representatives ? The appointment of officers and treaties.
With respect to the appointment of officers, a law may be made to grant it to the
President alone.
It must be supposed there will be but few
and subordinate officels to be appointed, as the principal
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offices will be filled. It is observed that the President, when
vacancies happen during the recess of the Senate, may fill
Ihem till it meets. With respect to treaties, the occasions
of forming them will not be many, and will make but a small
porpertion of the time of session.
Mr. CLAY wished to know th"e instances where an opposition to the laws did not come within the idea of an
insurrection.
Mr. MADISON replied, that a riot did not come within
the lee,al definition of an insurrection. There might be riots,
to oppose the execution of the laws, which the civil power
might not be sufficient to quell. This was one case, and
there might probably be other eases. He referred to the
candor of the committee, whether the militia could ever be
used to destroy themselves.
MONV._Y,

June

14,

1788.

The Convention,
according
to the order of the day, again resolved
it°
ielf into a committee
of the whole
Convention,
to take
hJto further
consideration
the proposed
plan of government.
Mr. WYTHE
in the
chair.
[The

Sth section

still under

consideration.

See page

378.]

Mr. HENRY thought it necessary and proper that they
should take a collective view of this whole section, and revert
again to the first clause. He adverted to the clause which
gives Congress the power of raising armies, and proceeded
as follows : To me this appears a very alarming power, when
unlimited. They are not only to raise, but to support,
armies ; and this support is to go to the utmost ahilities of
the United States. If Congress shall say that the general
welfare requires it, they may keep armies continually on foot.
There is no control on Congress in raisin G or stationing
them. They may billet them on the peop,e at pleasure.
This unlimited authority is a most dangerous power:its
principles are despotic. If it be unbounded, it must lead to
despotism ; for the power of a people in a free government
is supposed to be paramount to the existing power.
We shall be told that, in England, the king, lords, and
commons, have this power; that armies can be raised by the
prince alone, without the consent of the people. How does
this apply here ? Is this _overnment to place us in the
situation of the English ? Should we suppose this govern
meat to resemble king, lords, and commons, we of this _tate
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should be like an English county.
An English county cannot control the government.
Virginia cannot control the
government of Congress any more than the county of Kent
can control that of England.
Advert to the l_wer thoroughly.
One of our first complaints, under the tbrmer government,
was the quartering of troops upon us. This was one of the
principal reasons for dissolving the cotmection with Great
Britain.
Here we may have troops in time of peace. They
may be billeted in any manner--to
tyrannize, oppress, alld
crush us.
We are told, we are afraid to trust o_rselves; that our
own representativesm
Congress--will
not exercise their
powers oppressively;
that we shall not enslave ourselves;
that the militia cannot enslave themselves, &c. Who has
enslaved France, Spain, Germany, Turkey, and other countries which groan under tyranny ? They have been enslaved
by the hands of their own people.
If it will be so in Amerie.a,
it will be only as it has been every where else.
I am still
persuaded that the power of calling forth the militia, to execute the laws of the Union, &c., is dangerous.
We requested
the gentleman to show the cases where the militia would be
wanting to execute the laws.
Have we received a satisfactory answer ? When we consider this part, and compare
it to other parts, which declare that Congress may declare
war, and that the President
shall command the regular
troops, militi;t, and navy, we shall find great danger.
Under
the order of Congress, they shall suppress insurrections.
Under the order o_ Congress, they shall be called to execute
the laws.
It will result, of course, that this is to be a
government of force.
Look at the part which speaks of
excises, and you will recollect that those who are to collect
excises and duties are to be aided by military force. They
haw; power to call them out, and to provide for arnfing,
orgalfizing, disciplining, them.
Consequently, they are to
m_ke militia laws for this state.
The honorable gentleman said that the militia should be
called forth to quell riots.
Have we not seen this business
go on very well to-day without military force ? It is a longestablished principle of the common law of England, that
civil force is sufficient to quell riots. To what length may
Jt not be carried ? A law may be made that, if twelve men
assemble, if they do not disperse, they may be fired upon
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I think it is so in Eualand.
Does not this part of the paper
bear a strong aspect. _ The honorable gentleman, from his
knowledge, was called upon to show the instances, and he
told us the militia may be called out to quell riots.
They
may make the militia travel, and act under a colonel, or perhaps under a constable.
Who are to determine whether it
be a riot or not ? Those who are to execute the laws of the
Union ? If they have power to execute their laws ill this
manner, in what situation arc we placed ! Your men who
go to Congress are not restrained by a bill of rights.
They
are not restrained from inflicting unusual and severe punishments, though the bill of rights of Virginia forbids it. What
will be the consequence ? They may inflict the most cruel
and ignominious puuishments on the militia, and they will
tell you that it is necessary for their discipline.
Give me leave to ask another thing.
Suppose an exciseman will demand leave to enter your cellar, or house, by
virtue of his office; perhaps he may call on the militia to
enable him to go. If Congress be informed of it, will they
give you redress ? They will tell you that he is executing
the laws under the authority of the continent at large, which
must be obeyed, for that the government cannot be carried
on without exercising severity.
If, without any reservation
of rights or control, you are contented to give up your rights,
I am not. There is no principle to guide the legislature to
restrain them from inflicting tile utmost severity of punishment.
Will gentlemen voluntarily give up their liberty ?
With respect to calling the militia to enforce every execution indiscriminately,
it is unprecedented.
Have we ever
seen it done in any free country?
Was it ever so in the
mother country ? It never was so in any well-regulated
country.
It is a government of force, and the genius of despotism expressly.
It is not proved that this power is necessary, and if it be unnecessary, shall we give it up ?
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I will endeavor to follow the rule of the house, but must pay due attention to the
observations which fell from the gentleman.
I should conelude, from abstracted reasoning, that they were ill founded.
I Should think that, if there were any object which the general government ought to_command, it would be the direction of the national forces.
And as the force which lies in
militia is most safe, the direction of that part ought to be
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submittedto, in order to render another force unnecessary.
The power objected to is necessary, because it is to be employed for national purposes. It is necessary to be given to
every government. This is not opinion, but fact. The
highest authority may be given, that the want of such authority in the government protracted the late war, and prolonged its calamities.
He says that one ground of complaint, at the beginning
of the revolution, was, that a standing army was quartered
upon us. This was not the whole complaint. We complained because it was done without the local authority ,,f
this country-- without the consent of the people of America.
As to the exclusion of standing armies in the bill of rights
of the states, we shall find that though, in one or two of
them, there is something like a prohibition, yet, in most of
them, it is only provided that no armies shall be kept without the legislative authority ; that is, without the consent ot
the community itself. Where is the impropriety of saying
that we shall have an army, if necessary? Does not the
notoriety of this constitute security? If inimical nations
were to fMl upon us when defenceless, what would be the
consequence? Would it be wise to say, that we should
have no defence ? Give me leave to say, that the only possible way to provide against standing armies is to make them
dnnecessary.
The way to do this is to organize and discipline our militia, so as to render them capable of defending the country
.againstexternal invasions and internal insurrections. But it
Is urged that abuses may happen. How is it possible to answer objections against the possibility of abuses ? It must
strike every logical reasoner, that these cannot be entirely pro.
vided against. I really thought that the objection in the militia
was at an end. Was there ever a constitution, in which if
authority was vested, it must not have been executed by
force, if resisted ? Was it not in the contemplation of this
state, when contemptuous proceedin_ were expected, to
recur to something of this kind ? How is it possible to have
a more proper resource than this ? That the laws of every
country ought to he executed, cannot be denied. That
force must be used if necessary, cannot be denied. Can
any government be established, that will answer any purpose whatever, unless force be provided for executing its
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'aws ? • The Constitution does not say that a standing army
shall be called out to execute the laws.
Is not this a
more proper way ? The militia ought to be called forth to
suppress smugglers.
Will this be denied ? The case aetaally happened at Alexandria.
There were a number of
smugglers, who were too formidable for the civil power to
overcome.
Tile military quelled the sailors, who otherwise
would have perpetrated their intentions.
Should a n,lmber
of smugglers have a number of ships, the militia ought to b¢:
called forth to quell them.
We do not know but what there
may be a combination of snmgglers in Virginia hereafter.
We all know the use made of the Isle of _an.
It was a
eneral depository of contraband goods.
The Parliament
und the evil so great, as to render it necessary to wrest it
out of the hands of its possessor.
The honorable gentleman says that it is a government of
force.
If he means military force, the clause under consideration proves the contrary.
There neverwas a government
without force. What is the meaning of government ? An
institution to make people do their duty.
A government
leaving it to a man to do his duty or not, as he pleases, would
be a new species of government, or rather no government at
all. The ingenuity of the gentleman is remarkable in introducing the riot act of Great Britain.
That act has no
connection, or analogy, to any regulation of the militia; nor
is there any thing in the Constitution to warrant the general
government to make such an act. It never was a complaint,
in Great Britain, that the militia could be called forth.
If
riots should happen, the militia are proper to quell it, to prevent a resort to another mode.
As to the infliction of ignominious punishments, we have no ground of alarm, if"we
consider the circumstances of the people at large.
There
will be no punishments so ignominious as have been inflicted
already.
The militia law of every state to the north of Maryland is less rigorous than the particular law of this state.
If a change be necessary to be made by the general government, it will be in our favor. I think that the people of
those states would not agree to be subjected to a more harsh
punishment than their own militia laws inflict.
An observation i_!1 from a gentleman, on the same side with myselt_
which deserves to be attended to. If we be dissatisfied
with the national government, if we should choose to re-
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nounee it, this is an additional safeguard to our defence.
[
conceive that we are peculiarly interested in giving the general government as extensive means as possible to protect
us. If there be a particular discrimination between places
in America, the Southern States are, from their situation
and circumstances, most interested in giving the national
government the power of protecting its members.
[Here Mr.Madisonmade some other observations,but spoke so very
low,that his meaning couldnot be comprehended.]
An act passed, a few years ago, in this state, to enable
the government to call forth the militia to entbrce the, laws
when a powerful combination should take place to oppose
them. This is the same power which the Constitution is to
have. There is a great deal of difference between calling
forth the militia, when a combination is formed to prevent
the execution of the laws, and the sheriff or constable carrying with him a body of militia to execute them in the first
i,_stance; which is a construction
not warranted by the
clause. There is an act, also, in this state, empowering the
officers of the customs to summon any persons to assist them
when they meet with obstruction in executing their duty.
This shows the necessity of giving the government power to
call forth the militia when the laws are resisted.
It is a
power vested in every legislature in the Union, and which is
necessary to every government.
He then moved that the
clerk should read those acts--which
were accordingly read.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON asked to what purpose the laws
were read.
The objection was, that too much power was
given to Congress--power
that would finally destroy the
state governments more effectually by insidious, underhanded
means, than such as could be openly practised.
This, said
he, is the opinion of many worthy men, not only in this Convention, but in all parts of America.
These laws could only
show that the legislature of this state could pass such acts.
He thought they militated against the cession of this power
to Congress, because the state governments could call tbrth
the militia when necessary, so as to compel a submission to
the laws ; and as they were competent to it, Congress ought
not to have the power.
The meeting of three or four person_ might be called an insurrection, and the militia might
he called out to disperse them.
He was not satisfied with
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the explanation of the word organization by the gentleman
in the military line, (Mr. Lee.)
He thought they were not confined to the technical explanation, but that Congress could inflict severe and ignominious punishments on the militia, as a necessary incident to
the power of"organizing and disciplining them. The gentlem_m had said there was no danger, because the laws respecting the militia were less rigid in the other states than
this. This was no conclusive argument.
His fears, as he
had before expressed, were, that grievous punishments would
tie inflicted, in order to render the service disagreeable to
the militia themselves, and induce them to wish its atmlition,
which would afford a pretence for establishing a standing
army.
He was convinced the state governments ought to
have the control of the militia, except when they were absolutely necessary for general purposes.
The gentleman
had said that they would be only subject to martial law when
in actual service.
He demanded what was to hinder Congress from inflicting it always, and making a general law for
the purpose.
If so, said he, it must finally produce, most
infhllibly, the annihilation of the state governments.
These
were his apprehensions; but he prayed God they might be
groundless.
Mr. MADISON replied, that the obvious explanation was,
that the states were to appoint the officers, and govern all
the militia except that part which was called into the actual
service of the United States.
He asked, if power were
given to the general g.overnment, if we must not give it executive power to use it. The vice of the old system was,
that Congress could not execute the powers nominally vested
in them.
If the contested clause were expunged, this system would have nearly the same defect.
Mr. HENRY wished to know what authority the state
governments had over the militia.
Mr. MADISON
answered, that the state governments
might do what they thought proper with the militia, when
they were not in the actual service of the United States.
They might make use of them to suppress insurrections, quell
riots, &c., and call on the _eneral government for the militia
of any other state, to aid them, if neces_ry.
Mr. HENRY replied that, as the clause expressly vested
the general government with power to call them out "" qup
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press insurrections, &c., it appeared to him, most decidedly,
that the power of suppressing insurrections was exclusively,
given to Congress.
If it remained in the states, it was by
implication.
Mr. CORBIN, after a short address to the chair, in which
he expressed extreme reluctance to get up, said, that all
contentions on this subject might be ended, by adverting to
the 4th section of the 4th article, which provides, "that the
U_lited States shall guaranty to every state in tile Union a
r_.publican tbrm of government, and shall protect each of
them against invasion, and, on application of the legislature,
or of the executive, (when the legislature cannot be convened,) against domestic violence." He thought this section
ave the states power to use their own militia, and call on
ongress for the militia of other states.
He observed that
our representatives
were to return every second year to
mingle with their fellow-citizens.
He asked, there, how, in
the name of God, they would make laws to destroy themselves. The gentleman had told us that nothing could be
more humiliating than that the state governme_ts could not
control the general government.
He thought the gentleman
might as well have complained that one county could not
control the state at large.
Mr. Corbin then said that all
confederate governments had the care of the national defence,
and that Congress ought to have it. Animadverting on Mr.
Henry's observations, that the French had been the instruments of their own slavery, that the Germans had enslaved
the Germans, and the Spaniards
the Spaniards, &e., he
asked if those nations knew any thing of representation.
The want of this knowledge was the principal cause, of their
bondage.
He concluded by observing that the general government had no power but such as the state government had,
and that arguments against the one held against the other.
Mr. GRAYSON,
in reply to Mr. Corbin, said he was
mistaken when he produced the 4th section of the 4th article, to prove that the state _overnmeats had a right to intermeddle with the militia.
He was of opinion that a previous
application must be made to the federal head, by the legislature when in session, or otherwise by the executive of any
state, before they could interfere with the militia.
In his
opinion, no instance could be adduced where the states could
employ the militia ; for, in all the cases wherein they could be
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employed, Congress had the exclusive direction and control
of them. Disputes, he observed, had happened in many
countries, where this power should be lodged.
In England,
there was a dispute between the Parliament and King Charles
who shouhl have power over the militia. Were this governm_nt well organized, he would not object to giving it power
over the militia.
But as it appeared to him to be without
checks, and to tend to the formation of an aristocratic body,
he could not agree to it. Thus organized, ills imagination
did not re,_ch so far as to know where this power should be
lodged.
He conceived the state governments to be at the
mercy of the generality.
He wished to be open to conviction,
but he could see no case where the states could command
the militia.
He did not believe that it corresponded with
the intentions of those who formed it, and it was altogether
without an equilibrium.
He humbly apprehended that the
power of providing for organizing and disciplining the militia,
enabled the government to make laws for regulating them,
and inflicting punishments for disobedience,
neglect, &c.
Whether it would be the spirit of the generality
to lay
unusual punishments, he knew not; but he thought they
had the power, if they thought proper to exercise it. He
thought that, if there was a constructive implied power left
m the states, yet, as the line was not clearly marked between the two governments, it would create differences.
He complained of the uncertainty
of the expression, and
wished it to be so clearly expressed that the people might
see where the states could interfbre.
As the exclusive power of arming, organizing, &c., was
given to Congress, they might entirely neglect them; or
they might be armed in one part of the Union, and totally
neglected in another.
This he apprehended to be a probable circumstanc_.
In this he might be thought suspicious;
but he was justified by what had happened in other com,tries.
He wished to know what attention had beet, paid to
the militia of Scotland and Ireland since the union, and
what laws had been made to regulate them.
There is, sa_s
Mr. Grayson, an excellent militia law in England, and such
as I wish to be established by the general government.
They have thirty thousand select militia in England.
But
the militia of Scotland and Ireland are neglected.
I see the
uecessity of the concentration of the forces of the Union.
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I acknowledge that militia are the best means of quelling
insurrections, and that we have an advantage over the English government, for their regular forces answer the purpose.
But I object to the want of checks, and a line of discrimination between the state governments and the generality.
Mr. JOHN MARSHALL
asked if gentlemen were serious when they asserted theft, if the state governmeuts had
_fowerto interfere with the militia, it was by implication.
they were, he asked the committee whqther the least attention would not show that they were mistaken. The state
governments did not derive their powers f_om the general
government; but each government derived its powers from
tile people, and each was to act according to the powers
given it. Would any gentleman deny this ? He demanded
if powers not given were retained by implication.
Could
any man say so ? Could any man say that this power was
not retained by the states, as they had not given it away ?
For, says he, doe§ not a power remain till it is given away ?
The state legislatures had power to command and govern
their militia before, and have it still, undeniahly, unless
there be something in this Constitution that takes it away.
For Continental purposes Congress may call forth the
militia, _ as to suppress insurrections and repel invasions.
But the power given to the states by the people is not taken
away; for the Constitution does not say so. In the Confederation Congress had this power; but the state legislatures
had it also. The power of legislating give. them within the
ten miles square is exclusive of the states, be.cause it is
expressed to be exclusive.
The truth is, that when power
is given to the _.enerai legislature, if it was in the state
legislature before, both shall exercise it; unless there be
.tin incompatibility
in the exercise
by one to that by
the other, or negative words precluding the state governments fi'om it. But there are no nee_ative words here.
It rests, therefore, with the states.
1o me it appears,
then, unquestionable
that the state governments can call
forth the militia, in ease the Constitution should be adopted, in the same manner as they could have done before
its adoption.
Gentlemen have said that the states cannot
defend themselves without an application to Congress, because Congress can interpose!
Does not every man feel a
refiitation of the argument in his own breast ? I will shoa

_

DEBATES.

[MA_HArL

that there could not be a combination, between those who
formed the Constitution, to take away this power.
All the
restraints intended to be laid on the state governments (besides where an exclusive power is expressly given to Congress) are contained in the lOth section of the 1st article.
This power is not included in the restrictions in that section.
But what excludes every possibility of doubt, is the last part
of it -- that "no state shall engage in war, unless actually
invaded, or ia such imminent danger as will not admit of
delay."
When invaded, they can engage in war, as also
when in imminent danger.
This clearly proves that the
states can use the militia when they find it necessary.
The
worthy member last up objects to the Continental
government's possessing the power of disciplining the militia, because, though all its branches be derived from the people,
he says they will form an aristocratic government, unsafe
and unfit to be trusted.
Mr. GRAYSON
answered, that he only said it was so
constructed as to form a great aristocratic body.
Mr. MARSHALL
replied, that he was not certain whether he understood him ; but he thought he had said so. He
conceived that, as the government was drawn fi'om the
people, the feelings and interests of the people would be
attended to, and that we should be safe in granting them
power to regulate the militia.
When the government is
drawn from the people, continued Mr. Marshall, and depending on the people for its continuance, oppressive measures will not be attempted, as they will certainly draw on
their authors the resentment of those on whom they depend.
On this government, thus depending on ourselves for its existence, I will rest my safety, notwithstanding
the danger
depiett.d by the honorable gentleman.
I cannot help being
surprised that the worthy member thought this power so
dangerous.
What government
is able to protect you in
time of war ? Will any state depend on its own exertions ?
The. consequence of such dependence, and withholding this
power from Congress, will be, that state will fall after state,
and be a sacrifice to the want of power in the general go,'ernment.
United we are strong, divided we fitll.
Will you
prevent the general government from drawing the militia of
one state to another, when the consequence would be, that
every state must depend on itself?
The enemy, possessin_
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the water, can quickly go from one state to another. No
state will spare to another its militia, which it conceives
necessary for itself. It requires a superintending power, in
order to call forth the resources of all to protect all. If this
be not done, each state will fall a sacrifice. This system
merits the highest applause in this respect. The honorable
gentleman said that a general regulation may be made to
inflict punishments. Does he imagine that a militia law is
to be ingrafted on the scheme of government, so as to render it incapable of being changed ? The idea of the worthy
member supposes that men renounce their own interests.
This would produce general inconveniences throughout the
Union, and would be equally opposed by all the states.
But the worthy member fears, that in one part of the Union
they will be regulated and disciplined, and in another neglected. This danger is enhanced by leaving' this power to
each state; for some states may attend to their militia, and
others may neglect them. If Congress neglect our militia
we can arm them ourselves. Cannot Virginia import arms?
Cannot she put them into the hands of her militia-men ?
He then concluded by observinz, that the power of governing the militia was not vested in the states by implication, because, being possessed of it antecedent to the
adoption of"the government, and not being divested of it
by any grant or restriction in the Constitution, they must
necessarily be as fully possessed of it as ever they had been.
And it could not be said that the states derived any powers
from that system, but retained them, though not acknowle:tged in any p'_rt of it.
Mr. GRAYSON acknowledged that all power was drawn
from the people. But he could see none of those checks
which ought to characterize a free government. It had not
such checks as even the British government had. He
thought it so organized as to form an aristocratic body. If
we looked at the democratic branch, and the great extent of
country, he said, it must be considered, in a great degree, to
be an aristocratic representation. As they were eh c'ed with
craving appetites, and wishing for emoluments, they mig.ht
umte with the other two branches. They might give recq_rocally good offices to one another, and mutually, protect
each other; for he considered them all as united in interest,
and as but one branch. There was no check to prevent such
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a combination ; nor, in cases of concurrent powers, was there
a line drawn to prevent interference between the state governments and rhe generality.
Mr. HENRY" still retained his opinion, that the states had
no right to call forth the militia to suppress insurrections, &c.
[gut the right interpretation
(and such as the nations of the
earth had put upon the concession of power) was that, when
power was given, it was given exclusivel 3. He appealed to
the committee, if power was not confined in the hands of a
few in ahnost all countries of the world.
He referred to their
candor, if the construction of conceded power was not an
exclusive concession, in nineteen twentieth parts of the world.
The nations which retained their liberty were comparatively
few.
America would add to the number of the oppressed
nations, if she depended on constructive rights and argumentative implication.
That the powers given to Congress
were exclusively given, was very obvious to him. The rights
which the states had must be founded on the restrictions on
Ccngress.
He asked, if the doctrine which had been so often
circulated, that rights not given were retained, was true, why
there were negative clauses to restrain Congress.
He told
gentlemen that these clauses were sufficient to shake all their
implication ; for, says he, if Congress had no power but tha_
given to them, why restrict them by negative words ? Is not
the clear implication this--that,
if these restrictions were
not inserted, they could have performed what they prohibit ?
The worthy member had said that Congress ought to have
power.to protect all, and had given this system the highest
encommm.
But he insisted that the power over the militia
was concurrent.
To obviate the futility of this doctrine, Mr.
Henry alleged that it was not reducible to practice.
Examine it, says he; reduce it to practice.
Suppose an insurrection in Virginia, and suppose there be danger apprehended
of an insurrection in another state, from the exercise of the
government;
or suppose a national war, and there be discontents among the people of this state, that produce, or
threaten, an insurrection ; suppose Congress, in either case,
demands a number of militia, _ will they not be. obliged to
go ? Where are your reserved rights, when your militia go
to a neighboring state ? Which call is to be obeyed, the
congressional call, or the call of the state legislature ? The
call of Congress must be obeyed.
I need not remind this
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committee that the sweeping clause will cause their demands
to be submitted to. This clause enables them "to make all
laws which shall be necessary and proper to carry into execution all the powers vested by this Constitution in the
government of the United States, or in any department ol
officer thereof."
Mr. Chairman, I will turn to another clause
which relates to the same subject, and tends to show the fallacy of their argument.
The 10th section of the 1st article, to which reference was
made by the worthy member, militates against himself.
It
says, that "no state shall engage in war, unless actually invaded." If you give this clause a fair construction, what is
the true meaning of it ? What does this relate to ? Not domestic insurrections, but war.
If the country be invaded, a
state may go to war, but cannot suppress insurrections.
If
there should happen an insurrection of slaves, the country
cannot be said to be invaded.
They cannot, therefore, suppress it without tile interposition of Congress.
The 4th
section of the 4th article expressly directs that, in case of
domestic violence, Congress shall protect the states on application of the legislature or executive ; and the 8th section of
the 1st article gives Congress power to call forth the militia.
to quell insurrections:
there cannot, therefore, be a concurrent power.
The state legislatures ought to have power
to call forth the efforts of the militia, when necessary.
Occasions for calling them out may be urgent, pressing, and instantaneous.
The states cannot now call them, let an insurrection be ever so perilous, without an application to Cougress. So long a delay may be fatal.
There are three clauses which prove, beyond the possibility of doubt, that Con_,ress, and Congress only, can call
torth the militia.
The clause giving Congress power to call
them out to suppress insurrections, &5c.; that which restrains
a state from engaging in war except when actually invaded ;
and that which reqmres Congress to protect the states against
domestic violence,-- render it impossible that a state can have
power to intermeddle with them.
Will not Congress find
_efuge for their actions in these clauses ? With respect to the
concurrent jurisdiction, it is a political monster of absurdity,
We have passed that clause which gives Congress an unlimited authority over the national wealth; and here is an unhounded control over the national strength.
Notwithstand.
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ing this clear, unequivocal relinquishment of the power of
controlhng the militia, you say the states retain it, for the very
purposes given to Congress.
Is it fair to say that you give
the power of arming the militia, and at the same time to
say you reserve it?
This great national government ought
not to be left in this condition.
If it be, it will terminate in
the destruction of our liberties.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, let me ask this committee, and the honorable member last up, what we are to
understand from this reasoning.
The power must be vested
in Congress, or in the state governments;
or there must be
a division or concurrence.
He is against division.
It is a
political monster.
He will not give it to Congress for fear
of oppression.
Is it to be vested in the state governments?
If so, where is the provision for general defence ? If ever
America should be attacked, the states would fall successively. It will prevent them from giving aid to their sister
states ; for, as each state will expect to be attacked, and wish
to guard against it, each will retain its own militia for its own
defence.
Where is this power to be deposited, then, unless
in the general government, if it be dangerous to the public
safety to give it exclusively to the states ? If it must be
divided, let him show a better manner of doing it than that
which is in the Constitution.
I cannot agree with the other
honorable gentleman, that there is no check.
There is a
powerful check in that paper.
The state governments are
to govern the militia when not called forth for general national purposes_ and Congress is to govern such part only
as may be in the actual service of the Union.
Nothing can
be more certain and positive than this.
It expressly emowers Congress to govern them when in the service of the
nited States.
It is, then, clear that the states govern
them when they are not. With respect to suppressing insurrections, I say that those clauses which were mentioned
by the honorable gentleman are compatible with a concurrence of tile power.
By the first, Congress is to call them
forth to suppress insurrections, and repel invasions of foreign
powers.
A concurrence in the former ease is necessary,
because a whole state may be in insurrection against the
Union.
What has passed may perhaps justify this apprehension.
The safety of the Union and particular states requires that the general government should have power to
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repel foreign invasions.
The 4th section of the 4th article
is perfectly consistent with the exercise of the power bv the
states. The words are, "The United States shall guaranty
to every state in this Union a republican form of governmeat, and shall protect each of them against invasion, and,
on application of the legislature, or of the executive, (when
the legislature cannot be convened,) against domestic violence."
The word invasion here, after power had been
giren in the former clause to repel invasions, may be thought
tautologous, but it has a different meaning from the other.
This clause speaks of a particular state.
It means that it
shall be protected from invasion by other states.
A reputflican government is to be guarantied to each state, and they
are to be protected from invasion from other states, as well
as from foreigu powers ; and, on application by the legislature or executive, as the case may be, the militia of the other
states are to be called to suppress domestic insurrections.
Does this bar the states from calling forth their own militia ?
No; but it gives them a supplementary security to suppress
insurrections and domestic violence.
The other clause runs in these words: " No state shall,
without the consent of Congress, lay any duty on tonnage,
keep troops or ships of war in time of peace, enter into any
agreement or compact with another state, or with a foreign
power, or engage in war, unless actually invaded, or in such
imminent danger as will not admit of delay."
They are
restrained from making war, unless invaded, or in imminent
danger. When in such danger, they are not restrained.
I
can perceive no competition in these clauses.
They cannot
be said to be repugnant to a concurrence of the power.
If
we ol!jeet to the Constitution m this manner, and consume
our time in verbal criticism, we shall never put an end to the
business.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman,
a worthy
member has asked who are the militia, if they be not the
?eople of this country, and if we are not to be protected
from the fate of the Germans, Prussians, 8zc., by our representation ? I ask, Who are the militia ? They consist now
of the whole people, except a few public officers. But I
cannot say who will be the militia of the future day.
If
that paper on the table gets no alteration, the militia of the
future day may not consist of all classes, high and low, and
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rich and poor ; but they may be confined to the lower and
middle classes of the people, granting exclusion to the higher
classes of the people. If we should ever see that day, the
most ignominious punishments and heavy fines may be expected.
Under the present government, all ranks of people
are subject to militia duty.
Under such a full and equal
representation as ours, there can be no ignominious punishment inflicted.
But under this nationa[, or rather consolidated government, the case will be different. The representation being so small and inadequate, they will have nu
fellow-feeling ibr the people. They may discriminate people
in their own predicament, and exempt t_om duty all the officers and lowest creatures of the national government.
If
there were a more particular definition of their powers, and
a clause exempting the militia from martial law except when
in actual service, and from fines and punishments of an unusual nature, then we might expect that the militia would
be what they are. But, if this be, not the case, we cap,not
say how long all classes of people will be included in the
militia.
There will not be the same reason to expect it,
because the government will be administered by different
people.
We know what they are now, but know not how
soon they may be altered.
Mr. GEORGE NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, I feel apprehensions lest the subject of our debates should be misunderstood.
Every one wishes to know the true meaning
of the slystem ; but I fear those who hear us will think we
are captiously quibbling on words. We have been told, in
the course of this business, that the _overnment will operate
like a screw.
Give me leave to say that the exertions of the
opposition are like that instrument.
They catch at every
thing, and take it into their vortex.
The worthy member
says that this government is defective, because it comes from
the people. Its greatest recommendation, with me, is putting the power in the hands of the people.
He disapproves
of it because it does not say in what particular instances the
militia shall be called out to execute the laws. This is a
power of the Constitution, and particular instances must be
defined by the legislature.
But, says the worthy member,
those laws which have been read are arguments against the
Constitution, because they show that the states are now in
possession of the power, and competent to it.,_ezecution
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Would you leave this power in the states, and by that means
deprive the general government of a power which will be
necessary for its existence ? If the state governmeuts find
this power necessary, ought not the general government to
have a similar power ? But, sir, there is no state check ill
this business.
The gentleman near me has shown that there
is a very important check.
Another worthy member says there is no power in the
states to quell an insurrection of slaves. Have they it now?
If they have, does the Constitution take it away ? If it does,
it must be in one of the three clauses which have been mentione by the worthy member.
The first clause gives the
neral government power to call them out when necessary.
oes this take it away from the states ? No. But it giw, s
an additional security; for, besides the power in the state
governments to use their own militia, it will be the duty of
the general government to aid them with the strength of the
Union when called for. No part of this Constitution can
show that this power is taken away.
But all argument is drawu from that clause which says
"that no state shall engage in war unless actually invaded,
or in such imminent danger as will not admit of delay."
What does this prohibition amount to ? It must be a war
with a foreign enemy that the states are prohibited from
making; for the exception to the restriction proves it. The
restriction includes only olTeusive hostility, as they are at
liberty to engage in war when invaded, or in imminent danger. They are, therefore, not restrained from quelling domestic insurrections, which are totally different from making
war with a foreign power. But the great thing to be dreaded
is that, during an insurrection, the militia will be called out
from the state. This is his kind of argument. Is it possible
that, at such a time, the general government would order the
militia to be called ? It is a groundless objection, to work
on gentlemen's apprehensions within these walls. As to the
_th article, it was introduced wholly for the particular aid of
the states. A republican form of government is guarantied,
and protection is secured against invasion and domestic violence on application.
Is not this a guard as strong as possible. Does it not exclude the unnecessary interference of
Congress in business of this sort ?
The gentleman over the way cannot tell who will be the

_,_8

DEBATES.

[GsAyso_

militia at a future day, and enumerates dangers of select
militia.
Let me attend to the nature of gentlemen's objections. One objects because there will be select militia;
another objects because there will be no select militia ; and
yet both oppose it on these contradictory principles.
If you
deny the general government the power of calling out the
militia, there must be a recurrence to a standing army.
If
you are really jealous of your liberties, confide in Congress.
Mr. MASON rose, and said that he was totally misunderstood. The contrast between his friend's objection and his
was improper.
His friend had mentioned the propriety of
having select militia, like those of Great Britain, who should
be more thoroughly exercised than the militia at large could
possibly be. But he, hialself, had not spoken of a selection
of militia, but of the exemption of the highest classes of the
people from militia service; which would justify apprehensions of severe and ignominious punishments.
Mr. NICHOLAS
wished to know whether the representatives of the people would consent to such exemptions, as
every man who had twenty-five acres of land could vote for
a federal representative.
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, I conceive that the
power of providing and maintaining a navy is at present
dangerous, however warmly it may be urged by gentlemen
that America ought to become a maritime power.
If we
once give such power, we put it in the hands of men whose
interest it will be to oppress us. It will also irritate the
nations of Europe against us. Let us consider the situation
of the maritime powers of Europe : they are separated fi'om
us by the Atlantic Ocean.
The riches of all those countries
come by sea. Commerce and navigation are the principal
sources of their wealth.
If we become a maritime power,
we shall be able to participate in their most beneficial business. Will they stiffer us to put ourselves in a condition to
rival them ? I believe the first step of any consequence,
which will be made towards it, will bring war upon us.
Their ambition and avarice most powerfully impel them to
prevent our becoming a naval nation.
We should, on this
occasion, consult our ability.
Is there any gentleman here
who can say that America can support a navy ? The riches
of America are not sufficient to bear the enormous expense
it must certainly occasion.
I may be supposed to exagger-
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ate, but I leave it to the committee to judge whether nU
information be right or not.
It is said that shipwrights can be had on better terms in
America than in Europe; but necessary materials are so
much dearer in America than in Europe, that the aggregate
sum would be greater.
A seventy-four gun ship will cost
you ninety-eight
thousand pounds, including guns, tackle,
&c. According to the usual calculation ill England, it will
cost you the further sum of forty-eight thousand pounds to
mall it, furnish provisions, and pay officers and men.
You
must pay men more here than in Europe, because, their gov
ernments being arbitrary, they can command the services of
their subjects without an adequate compensation;
so that.
ill all, the expenses of such a vessel would be one ht, ndred
and forty thousand pounds in one year.
Let gentlemen
consider, then, tile extreme difficulty of supporting a navy.
and they will concur with me, that America cannot do it. 1
have no objection to such a navy as will not excite the jell.
ousy of the European countries.
But I would have the
Coustimtion to say, that no greater number of ships should
be had than would be sufficient to protect our trade.
Such
a fleet would not, probably, offend the Europeans.
I am not
of a jealous disposition ; but when I consider that the welfare and happiness of my country are in danger, I beg to be
excused for expressing my apprehensions.
Let us consider
how this navy shall be raised.
What would be the consequence under those general words, "to provide and maintain
a navy"?
All the vessels of the intended fleet would be
built and equipped in the Northern States, where they have
every necessary material and convenience for the purpose.
Will any gentleman say that any ship of war can be raised
to the south of Cape Charles?
The consequence will be
that the Southern States will be in the power of the Northern States.
We should be called upon for our share of the expenses,
without having equal emoluments.
Can it be supposed,
when this question comes to be agitated in Congress, that
the Northern States will not take such measures as will
throw as much circulating money among them as possible,
,vithout any consideration as to the other states ? If I know
the nature of man, (and I believe I do,) they will have no
consideration for us. But, supposing it were not so, America
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has nothing at all to do with a fleet. Let us remain for
some time in obscurity, and rise by degrees.
Let us not
precipitately provoke the resentment of the maritime powers
of Europe.
A well-regulated militia ought to be the defence
of this country.
In some of our constitutions it is said so.
This Conslitution should have inculcated
the principle.
Congress ought to be under some restraint in this respect.
Mr. Grayson then added, that the Northern States would be
principally benefited by having a fleet; that a maiority of
the states could vote the raising a great navy, or enter
into any commercial regulation very detrimental to the other
states. " In the United Netherlands there was much greater
security, as the commercial interest of no state could be
sacrificed without its own consent.
The raising a fleet was
the daily and favorite subject of conversation in the Northern
States.
He apprehended that, if attempted, it would draw
us into a war with Great Britain or France.
As the American fleet would not be competent to the defence of all the
states, the Southern States would be most exposed.
He
referred to the experience of the late war, as a proof of what
he said.
At the period tile Southern States were most
distressed, the Northern States, he said, were most happy.
They had privateers in abundance, whereas we had but few.
Upon the whole, he thought we should depend on our troops
on shore, and that it was very impolitic to give this power to
Congress without a,ly limitation.
Mr. NICHOLAS
remarked that the gentleman last up
had made two observations--the
one, that we ought not to
give Congress power to raise a navy ; and the other, that we
had not the means of supporting it. Mr. Nicholas thought
it a false doctrine.
Congress, says he, has a discretionary
power to do it when necessary.
They are not bound to do
it in five or ten years, or at any particular time. It is presumable, therefore, that they will postpone it until it be
proper.
Mr. GRAYSON
had no objection to giving Congress the
power of raising such a fleet as suited the circumstances of
the country.
But he could not agree to give that unlimited
power which was delineated in that paper.
Adverting to the clause investing Congress with the power
of exclusive legislation in a district not exceedi:lg ten miles
square, he said he had before expressed his doub"ts that this
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district would be the favorite of the generality, and that it would
be possible for them to give exclusive privileges of commerce to
those residing within it. He had illustrated what he said
by European examples.
It might be said to be impracticable to exercise this power in this manner.
Among the
various laws and customs which pervaded Europe, there were
exclusive privileges and immunities enjoyed in many places.
He thouzht that this ought to be guarded against ; for should
such exc'_usive privileges be granted to merchants residing
within the ten miles square, it would be highly injurious to
the inhabitants of other places.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON thought that there were few
clauses in the Constitution so dangerous as that which gave
Congress exclusive power of legislation within ten miles
_quare.
Implication, he observed, was capable of any extension, and would probably be extended to augment the
congressional powers.
But here there was no need of implication.
This clause gave them an unlimited authority, in
ever_ possible case, within that district.
This ten miles
square, says Mr. Mason, may set at defiance the laws of the
surrounding states, and may, like the custom of the superstitious days of our ancestors, become the sanctuary of the
blackest crime.s
Here the federal courts are to sit
We
have heard a good deal said of justice.
It has been doubted whether jury trial be secured in civil
cases. But I will suppose that we shall have juries in civil
cases. What sort of a jury shall we have within the ten
miles square ? The immediate creatures of the government.
What chance will poor men get, where Congress ha_'e the
power of legislating in all cases whatever, and where judges
and juries may be under their influence, and bound t,_ support their operations ? Even with juries the chance of justice m:ly here be very small, as Congress have unlimited
authority, legislative, executive, and judicial.
Lest this
power should not be sufficient, they have it in every case.
Now, sir, if an attempt should be made to establish tyranny
over the people, here are ten miles square where the greatest offender may meet protection.
If any of their officers,
or creatures, should attempt to oppress the people, or should
actually perpetrate the blackest deed, he has nothing to do
but get into the ten miles square.
Why was this dangerous
power given ? Felons may receive an asylum there and in
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their strongholds.
Gentlemen have said that it was dangerous to argue against possible abuse, because there could
be no power delegated but might be abused.
It is an incontrovertible axiom, that, when the dangers that may arise
from the abuse are greater than the benefits that may result
from the use, the power ought to be withheld.
I do not
conceive that this power is at all necessary, though capable
of being greatly abused.
We are told by the honorable gentleman that Holland has
its Hague.
I confess I am at a loss to know what inference
he could draw from that observation.
This is the place
where the deputies of the United Provinces meet to transact
the public business. But I do not recollect that they have
any exclusive jurisdiction whatever in that place, but are
subject to the laws of the province in which the Hague is.
To what purpose the gentleman mentioned that Holland has
its Hague, I cannot see.
Mr. MASON then observed that he would willingly give
them exclusive power, as far as respected the police and
good government of the place; but he would give them no
more, because he thought it unnecessary.
He was very
willing to give them, in this as well as in all other cases,
those powers which he thought indispensably necessary.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman:
I did conceive, sir,
that the clause under consideration was one of those parts
which would speak its own praise. It is hardly necessary
to say any thing i:oncerning it. Strike it out of the system,
and let me ask whether there would not be much larger
scope for those dangers.
I cannot comprehend that the
power of legislating oveJ a small district, which cannot exceed ten miles square, and may not be more than one mile,
will involve the dangers which he apprehends.
If there he
any knowledge in my mind of the nature of man, I should
think it would be the last thing that woold enter into the
mind of any man to grant exclusive advantages, in a very
circumscribed district, to the prejudice of the community at
large. We make suppositions, and afterwards deduce r'onclusions from them, as if they were established axioms. But,
after all, bring home this question to ourselves.
Is it probable that the members from Georgia, New Hampshire, &c.,
will concur to sacrifice the privileges of their friends.;
I
believe that, whatever state may become the seat of the gen-
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eral government, it will become the o|_ect of the jealousy
and envy of the other states. Let me remark, if not already
remarked, that there must be a c.ession, by particular states,
of the district to Congress, and that the states may settle
the terms of the cession. The states may make what stipulation they please in it, and, if they apprehend any danger,
they may refuse it altogether. How could the gener,d govcrnment be guarded from the undue influence of particular
st_ttes, or from insults, without such exclusive power ? If it
were at the pleasure of a particular state to control the session and deliberations of Congress, would they be secure
from insults, or the influence of such state? If this commonwealth depended, for the freedom of deliberation, on the
laws of any state where it might be necessary to sit, would
it riot be liable to attacks of that nature (and with more
indignity) which have been ah'eady offered to Congress ?
With respect to the government of Holland, I believe the
States General have no jurisdiction over the Hague; but
I ha.:e heard that mentioned as a circumstance which gave
undue influence to Holland over the rest. We must limit
our apprehensions to certain degrees of probability. The
evils which they urge must result from this clause are extremely improbable ; nay, almost impossible.
Mr. GR__YSON. Mr. Chairman, one answer which has
been given is, the improbability of the evil--that
it will
never be attempted, and that it is almost impossible. This
will not satisfy us, when we consider the great attachments
men have to a great and magnificent capital. It would be
the interest of the citizens of that district to aggrandize
themselves by every possible means in their power, to the
great injury of the other states. If we travel all over the
world, we shall find that people have aggrandized their own
capitals. Look at Russia and Prussia. Every step has
been taken to aggrandize their capitals. In what light are
we to consider the ten miles square ? It is not to be a fourteenth state. The inhabitants will in no respect whatever
be amenable to the laws of any state. A clause in the 4th
article, highly extolled for its wisdom, will be rendered nugato,'y by this exclusive legislation. This clause tuns thus:
"No person held to service or labor in one state, under the
laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in consequence
of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from such
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service or labor, but shall be delivered up on the claim of the
party to whom such labor or service may be due."
Unless
yoa consider the ten miles square as a state, persons bound
to labor, who shall escape thither, will not be given up ; for
they are only to be delivered up after they shall have escaped
into a state.
As my honorable friend mentioned, felons,
who shall have fled from justice to the ten miles square, cannot be apprehended.
The executive of a stale is to
apply to that of another for the delivery of a felon. He
cannot apply to the ten miles square. It was often in conTemplation of Congress to have power of regulating the
police of the seat of govermnent ; but they never had an idea
of exclusive legislation in all cases. The power of regula
ting the police and good government of it will secure Congress against insults. What originated the idea of the exclusive legislation was, some insurrection in Pennsylvania,
whereby Congress was insulted, -- on account of which, it is
supposed, they left the state.
It is answered that the consent of the state must be required, or else they cannot have such a district, or places for
the erecting of forts, &c. But how much is already given
them ! Look at the great country to the north-west of the
Ohio, extending to and commanding the lakes.
Look at the other end of the Ohio, towards South Carolina, extending to the Mississippi.
See what these, in process
of time, may amount to. They may grant exclusive privile.ges to any particular part of which they have the possesslon. But it may be observed that those extensive countries
will be formed into independent
states, and that their consent will be necessary.
To this I answer, that they may still
grant such privileges as, in that t'ountry, are already granted to
Congress by the states.
The grants of Virginia, South Carolina, and other states, will be subservient to Congress in
this respect.
Of course, it results from the whole, that requiring the consent of the states will be no guard against
this abuse of power.
[A desultory conversation ensued.]

Mr. NICHOLAS
insisted that as the state, within which
the ten miles square might be, could prescribe the terms on
which Congress should hold it, no danger could arise, as no
,_tate would consent to injure itself: there was the same
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security with respect to tile places purchased for the erection
of forts, magazines, _('. ; and as to the territory of tile United
States, the power of Congress only extend_.d to make needful rules and regulations concerning it, without prejudicing
the claim of any particular state, the right of territory not
being given up ; that the grant of those lands to the United
States was for the general benefit of all the states, and not
to be perverted to their prejudice ; that, consequently, whether that country were formed into new states or not, the
danger apprehended could not take place ; that the seat of
government was to be still a part of the state, and, as to
general regulations, was to be considered as such.
Mr. GRAYSON, on the other hand, contended that the
ten miles square could not be viewed as a state; that the
state within which it might be would have no power of
legislating over it; that, consequently, persons bound to
labor, and felons, might receive protection there ; that exclusive emoluments, might be granted to those residing
within it; that the territory of the United States, being a
art of no state or states, might be appropriated to what use
ongress pleased, without the consent of any state or states ;
and that, consequently, such exclusive privileges and exemptions might be granted, and such protection afforded to fugitives, within such places, as Congress should think proper;
that, after mature consideration, he could not find that the
ten miles square was to be looked upon even as a part of a
state, but to be totally independent of all, and subject to the
exclusive legislation of Congress.
Mr. LEE strongly expatiated on the impossibility of
securing any human institution from possible abuse.
He
thought the powers conceded in the paper on the table not
so liable to be abused as the powers of the state governments.
Gentlemen had suggested that the seat of government would become a sanctuary for state villains, and that,
in a short time, ten miles square would subjugate a country
of. ei,ghthundred• miles square.
This. ap :peareotohimamost
.
improbable possibility; nay, he might call It _mposs_b_hty.
Were the place crowded with rogues, he asked if it would
t,e an agreeable place of residence for the members of the
general government, who were freely chosen by the people
and the state governments.
Would the people be so lost to
honor and virtue, as to select men who would willingly
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associate with the most abandoned characters ? He thought
the honorable gentleman's objections against remote possibility of abuse went to prove that government of no sort was
eligible, but that a state of nature was preferable to a state
of civilization.
He apprehended no danger; and thought
that persons bound to labor, and felons, could not take refuge
in the ten miles square, or other places exclusively governed
by Congress, because it would be contrary to the Constitution, and a palpable usurpation, to protect them.
Mr. HENRY
entertained strong suspicions that great
dangers must result from the clause under consideration.
They were not removed, but rather confirmed, by the remarks
of the honorable gentleman, in saying that it was extremely
improbable that the members from New Hampshire and
Georgia would go and legislate exclusively for the ten miles
square. If it was so improbable, why ask the power ? Why
demand a power which was not to be exercised ? Compare
this power, says he, with the next clause, which gives them
power to make all laws which shall be necessary to carry
their laws into execution.
By this they have a right to pass
any law that may facilitate the execution of their acts.
They have a right, by this clause, to make a law that such
a district shall be set apart for any purpose they please, and
that any man who shall act contrary to their commands,
within certain ten miles square, or any place they may select,
and strongholds, shall be hanged without benefit of clergy.
If they think any law necessary for their personal sat_ty,
after perpetrating the most tyrannical and oppressive deeds,
cannot they make it by this sweeping clause?
If it be
necessary to provide, not only for this, but fbr any department or officer of Congress, does not this clause enable them
to make a law for the purpose ? And will not these laws,
made for those purposes, be paramount to the laws of the
states ? Will not this clause give them a right to keep a
powerful army continually on foot, if they think it necessary
to aid the execution of their laws ? Is there any act, liowever atrocious, which they cannot do by virtue of this clause ?
Look at the use which has been made, in all parts of the
world, of that human thing called power.
Look at the predominant
thirst of dominion which has invariably and
uniformly prompted rulers to abuse their powers.
Can you
say that you will be safe when you give such unlimited pow-
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ers, without any real responsibilily ? Will you be safe when
you trust men at Philadelphia with power to make any law
that will enable them to carry their acts into execution ?
Will not the members of Congress have the same passions
which other rulers }lave had ? They will not be superior to
the frailties of human nature.
However cautious you may
be in the selection of your representatives, it will be dangerous to trust them with such unbounded powers.
Shall we
be told, when about to grant such illimitable authority, that
it will never be exercised!
I conjure you once more to remember the admonition of
that sage mall who told you that, when you give power, you
know not what you give.
I know the absolute necessity of
an energetic government.
But is it consistent with any
principle of prudence or good policy to grant unlimited, unbounded authority, whic'h is so totally unnecessary
that
gentlemen say it will never be exercised?
But gentlemen
say that we must make experiments.
A wonderful and
unheard-of experiment
it will be, to give unlimited power
unnecessarily!
I admit my inferiority in point of historical
knowledge;
but I believe no man can produce an instance
of an unnecessary and unlimited power, given to a body
independent of the legislature, within a particular district.
Let any man in this Convention show me an instance of
such separate and different powers of legislation in the same
country--show
me an instance where a part of the community was independent
of the whole.
The people within that place, and the strongholds, may
be excused from all the burdens imposed oil the rest of the
.society, and may enjoy exclusive emoluments, to the great
injury of the rest of the people.
But gentlemen say that the
Power will not be abused.
They ought to show that it is
necessary.
All their Powers may'be fully carried into execution, without this exclusive authority in the ten miles square.
The sweeping clause will fiflly ena[de them to do what they
please.
What could the most extravaga,lt and boundless
imagination ask, but power to do every thing?
I have
reason to suspect ambitious grasps at Power. The experi_.nce of the world teaches me the jeopardy of giving enor_txouspower.
Strike this clause out of the fi_rm of the government, and how will it stand ? Congress will still have
I_wer, by the sweeping clause, to make laws within that
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place and the strongholds, independently of the local authority of the state.
I ask you, if this clause be struck out,
whether the sweeping clause will not enable them to protect
themselves from insult. If you grant them these powers,
you destroy every degree of responsibility.
They will fillly
screen them froal iustice, and preclude the possibility of
punishing them. No instance can be given of such a wanton grasp of power as an exclusive legislation in all cases
whatever.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I am astonished that
the honorable member should launch out into such strong
descriptions without any occasion.
Was there ever a legislature in existence that held their sessions at a place where
they had not jurisdiction ? I do not mean such a legislature
as they have in Holland; for it deserves not the name.
Their powers are such as Congress have now, which we find
not reducible to practice.
If you be satisfied with the
shadow and form, instead of the substance, you will render
them dependent on the local authority.
Suppose the legislature of this country should sit in Richmond, while the exclusive jurisdiction of the place was in some particular county; would this country think it safe that the general good
should be subject to the paralnount authority of a part oi_the
community ?
The honorable member asks, Why ask for this power,
and if the subsequent clause be not fully competent for the
same purpose. Jf so, what new terrors can arise from this
particular clause ? It is only a superfluity.
If that latitude
of construction which he contends for were to take place
with respect to the sweeping clause, there would be room
for those horrors. But it gives no supplementary power
It only enables them to execute the delegated powers.
If
the delegation of their powers be safe, no possible inconvenience can arise from this clause.
It is at most but explanatory.
For when any power is given, its delegation
necessarily involves authority to make laws to execute it.
Were it possible to delineate on paper all those particular
cases and circumstances in which legislation by the general
legislature would be necessary, and leave to the states all the
other powers, I imagine no gentleman would object to it.
But this is not within the limits of human capacity.
The
particular powers which are found necessary to be given

PENDLETON.]

VIRGINIA.

_9

are therefore delegated generally, and particular and minut_
specification is left to the legislature.
[Here Mr. Madison spoke of the distinction between regulation of p_
lice and legislation, bat so low he could not be heard,]

When the honorable member objects to giving the general
government jurisdiction over the place of their session, does
he mean that it should be under the control of any particular state, that might, at a critical moment, seize it ? 1
should have thought that this clause would have met with the
most cordial approbation. As the consent of the state in
which it may be must be obtained, and as it may stipulate
the terms of the grant, should they violate the particular
stipulations it would be an usurpation ; so that, if the members of Congress were to he guided by the laws of their
country, none of those dangers could arise.
[Mr. Madison made several other remarks, which could not be heard.]

Mr. HENRY" replied that, if Congress were vested with
supreme power of legislation, paramount to the constitution
and laws of the states, the dangers be had described might
happen; tbr that Conzress would not be confined to the
enumerated powers. _Fhis construction was warrauted, in
his opinion, by the addition of the word department, at the
end of the clause, and that they could make any laws which
they might think necessary to execute the powers of any department ca"officer of the government.
Mr. PENDLETON.
Mr. Chairman, this clause does
not give Congress power to impede the operation of any
part of the Constitution, or to make any regulation that
may affect the interests of the citizens of the Union at large.
But it gives them power over the local police of the place,
so as to be secured from any interruption in their proceedings. Notwithstanding the violent attack upon it, I believe,
sir, this is the fair construction of the clause. It gives them
power of exclusive legislation in any case within that district. What is the meaniug of this ? What is it opposed
to? Is it opposed to the general powers of the federal
legislature, or to those of the state legislatures ? I understand it as opposed to the legislative power of that state
where it shall be. What, then, is the power? It is, tha!
Congress shall exclusively legislate there, in order to pro
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serve the ] Jlice of the place and their own personal independence, that they may not be overawed oiinsulted, and
of course lo preserve them in o position, to any. attempt.. by
the state where it shall be. '_elis is the fair construction.
Can we suppose that, in order to effect these salutary ends,
Congress wi|l make it an asylum tbr villains and the vilest
characters from all parts of the world ? Will it not degrade
their own dignity to make it a sanctuary for villains ? I
hope that no man that will ever compose that Congress will
associate with the most profligate characters.
Why oppose this power ? Suppose it was contrary to
the sense of their constituents to grant exclusive privileges
to citizens residing within that place ; the effect would be
directl.y in opposition to what he says.
It could have no
operauon without the limits of that district.
Were Congress to make a law granting them an exclusive privilege
of trading to the East Indies, it could have no effect the
moment it would go without that place; for their exclusive
pcwer is confined to that district. Were they to pass such
a law, it would be nugatory ; and every member of the community at large could trade to the East Indies as well as
the citizens of that district.
This exclusive power is limited to that place solely, for their own preservation, which
all gentlemen allow to be necessary.
Will you pardon me when I observe that their construction
of the preceding clause does not appear to me to be natural,
or warranted by the words.
They say that the state governments have no power at all
over the militia. The power of the general government to
provide for arming and organizing the militia is to introduce
a uniform system of discipline to pervade the United States
of America. But the power of governing the militia, so t_r
as it is in Congress, extends only to such parts of them as
may be employed in the service of the United States. When
not in their service, Congress has no power to _overn them.
The states then have me sole government o! them; and
though Congress may provide for arming them, and prescribe
the mode of discipline, yet the states have the authority of
training them, according to the uniform discipline prescribed
by Congress.
But there is nothing to preclude them fi'om
arming and disciplining them should Congress neglect t6
do it. As to calling the militia to execute the laws of the
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Union, I think the fair construction is directly opposite to
what the honorable member says.
The 4,th section of the
_th article contains nothing to warrant the supposition that
the states cannot call them tbrth to suppress domestic insurrections.
[Here he read the section.]
All the restraint here
contained is, that Congress may, at dieir pleasure, on application of the state legislature, or (in vacation) of the executive, protect each of the states against domestic violence.
This is a restraint on the general government not to inter.pose. The state is in full possession of the power of using
its own militia to protect itself against domestic violence ;
and the power ill the general government cannot be exercised, or interposed, without the application of the state
itself.
This appears to me to be the obvious and fair construction.
With respect to the necessity of tile ten miles square being
superseded by the subsequent clause, which gives them
power to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into execution tile foregoing powers, and all
other powers vested by this Constitution in the government
of the United States, or in any department or officer thereof,
I nnderstand that clause as not going a single step beyond
the delegated powers.
What can it act upon?
Some power
given by this Constitution.
If they should be about to pass
a law in consequence of this clause, they must pursue some
of the delegated powers, but can by no means depart fi'om
them, or arrogate any new powers; for the plain language
of the clause is, to give them power to pass laws in order to
give effect to the delegated powers.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman,
gentlemen
s:ly there is no new power given by this clause. Is there
any thing in this Constitution
which secures to the states
the powers which are said to be retained ? Will powers
remain to the states which are not expressly guarded and
reserved ? I will suppose a case.
Gentlemen may call it
an impossible case, and suppose that Congress will act with
wisdom and integrity.
Among the enumerated powers,
Congress are to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and
excises, and to pay the debts, and to provide for the general
welfare and common defence ; and by that clause (so often
called the sweeping clause) they are to make all laws necessary to execute those laws.
Now, suppose oppression_
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should arise under this government, and any writer should
dare to stand forth, and expose to the community at large
the abuses of those powers; could not Congress, under the
idea of providing tbr the general welfare, and under their
own construction, say that this was destroying the general
peace, encouraging sedition, and poisoning the minds of tile
people ? And could they not, in order to provide against
this, lay a dangerous restriction on the press ? Might they
not even bring the trial of this restriction within the ten
miles square, when there is no prohibition against it?
Might they not thus destroy the trial by jury ? Would they
not extend their implication ? It appears to me that they
may and will. And shall the support of our rights depend
on the bounty of men whose interest it may be to oppress
us? That Congress should have power to provide for the
general welfare of the Union, I grant. But I wish a clause
in the Constitution, with respect to all powers which are not
granted, that they are retained by the states. Otherwise,
the power of providing tbr the general welthre may be perverted to its destruction.
Many gentlemen, whom I respect, take different sides of
this question. We wish this amendment to be introduced,
to remove our apprehensions. There was a clause in the
Confederation reserving to the states respectively every power, jurisdiction, and right, not expressly delegated to the
United States. This clause has never been complained of,
but approved by all. Why not, then, have a similar clause
in this Constitution, in which it is the more indispensably
necessary titan in the Confederation, because of the great
augmentation of power vested in the former ? In my humhie apprehension, unless there be some such clear and finite
expression, this clause now under consideration will go
to any thing our rulers may think proper. Unless there
be some express declaration that every thing not given is
retained, it will be carried to any l_wer t.;ongress may
please.
Mr. HENRY moved to read from the 8th to the 15th
article of the declaration of rights; which was done.
Mr. GEORGE NICHOLAS, in reply to the gentlemen
opposed to the clause under debate, went over the same
rounds, and developed the same principles, which Mr.
endleton and Mr. Madison had done. The opposers of the
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clause, which gave the power of providing for the general
welfare, supposed its dangers to result from its connection
with, and extension of, the powers granted in the other
clauses. He endeavored to show the committee that it only
empowered Congress to make such laws as would be necessary to enable them to pity the public debts and provide for
the common defence ; that this general wellhre was united,
not to the general power of legislation, but to the particular
power of laying and collecting taxes, imposts, and excises,
tbr the purpose of paying tile debts and providing fbr tile
common defence,--that
is, that they could raise as much
money as would pay the debts and provide fbr the common
defe.ee, in consequence of dlis power.
The clause which
was affectedly called the sweepi'_ clause contained no new
grant of power. To illustrate this position, he observed
that, if it had been added at the end of every one of the
enumerated powers, instead of being inserted at the end of
all, it would be ohvious to any one that it was no augmentation of power.
If, for instance, at the end of the clause
granting power to lay and collect taxes, it had been added
that they should have power to make necessary and proper
laws to lay and collect taxes, who could suspect it to be an
addition of power?
As it would grant no new power if inserted at the end of each clause, it could not when subjoined
to the whole.
He then proceeded _hus: But, says he, who is to
determine the extent o|" such powers ? I say, the same
power which, in all well-regulated communities, determines
the extent of legislative powers.
If they exceed these
powers, the judiciary will declare it void, or else the people
will have a right to declare it void. Is this depending on
any man ? _3ut, says the gentleman, it may go to any
thi.g.
It may destroy the trial by jury; and they may say
it is necessary for providing for the general defence.
The
power of providing for the general defence only extends to
raise any sum of money they may think necessary, by taxes,
imposts, &e. But, says he, our only defence against oppressive laws eonsists in the virtue of our representatives.
This was misrepresented.
If I understand it right, no new
lJower can be exercised.
As to those which are actually
granted, we trust to the fellow-feelings of our representatives ; and if we are deceived, we then trust to altering our
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government.
It appears to me, however, that we can confide in their discharging their powers rightly, from the peculiarity of their situation, and connection with us. If, sir,
the powers of the former Congress were very inconsiderable,
that body did not deserve to have great powers.
It was so constructed that it would be dangerous to invest
it with such. But why were the articles of the bill of
rights read ? Let him show us that those rights are given
up by the Constitution.
Let him prove tllem to be violated.
He tells us that the most worthy characters of the country
differ as to the necessity of a bill of rights.
It is a simple
and plain proposition.
It is agreed upon by all that the
people have all power.
If they part with any of it, is it
necessary to declare that they retain the rest ? Liken it to
any similar ease.
If I have one thousand acres of land, and
I grant five hundred acres of" it, must 1 declare that l retain
the other five hundred ? Do I grant the whole thousand
acres, when I grant five hundred, unless I declare that the
fi_e hundred I do not give belong to me still ? It is so in
this ease. After granting some powers, the rest must remain with the people.
Gov. RANDOLPH
observed that he had some ob.jections to the clause.
He was persuaded that the construction put upon it by the gentlemen, on both sides, was
erroneous ; but he thought any construction better titan going
into aaarchy.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON still thought that there ought
to be some express declaration in the Constitution, asserting
that rights not given to the general government were retained by the states.
He a'pprehended that, unless this was
done, many valuable and important rights would be concluded to be given up by implication.
All governments were
drawn from the people, though many were perverted to their
oppression.
The government of Virginia, he remarked, was
drawn from the people; yet there were certain great and
important rights, which the people, by their bill of rights,
declared to be paramount to the power of the legislature.
He asked, Why should it not be so in this Constitution ?
Was it because we were more substantially represented in it
than in the state _overnment ? If, in the state government,
where the people ;_'ere substantially and fully represented, it
was necessary that the great rights of human nature should
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be secure from the encroachments of the legislature, he
asked if it was not more necessary in this government,
where they were but inadequately represented ? He declared that artful sophistry and evasions could not satisfy
him. He could see no clear distinction between rights relinquished by a positive grant, and lost by implication.
Unless
there were a bill of rights, implication might swallow up all
our rights.
_Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, the necessity of a bill of
rights, appears to me to be greater in this government than
ever it was m any government
before. I have observed
already, that the sense of the European nations, and partieu-.
lady Great Britain, is against the construction of rights
being retained which are not expressly relinquished.
I repeat, that all nations have adopted this construction--that
all rights not expressly and unequivocally reserved to the
people are impliedly and incidentally relinquished to rulers,
as necessarily inseparable from the delegated powers.
It is
so in Great Britain; for every possible right, which is not
reserved to tile people by some express provision or compact,
is within the king's prerogative.
It is so in that country
which is said to be in such full possession of fi'eedom.
It is
so in Spain, Germany, and other parts of the world.
Let us
consider the sentiments which have been entertained by the
people of America on this subject.
At the revolution, it
must be admitted that it was their sense to set down those
great rights which ought, in all countries, to be held inviolable and sacred.
Virginia did so, we all remember.
She
made a compact to reserve, expressly, certain rights.
When fortified with full, adequate, and abundant representation, was she satisfied with that representation?
No.
She most cautiously and guardedly reserved and secured
those invaluable, inestimable rights and privileges, which no
people, inspired with the least glow of patriotic liberty, ever
did, or ever can, abandon.
She is called upon now to abandon them, and dissolve that compact which secured them to
her. She is called upon to accede to another compact, which
most infallibly supersedes and annihilates her present one.
Will she do it ? This is the question.
If you intend to reserve your unalienable rights, you must have the most express
stipulation; tbr, if implication be allowed, you are ousted
of those rights.
If the people do not think it necessary to
38
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reserve mere, they will be supposed to be given up. How
were the congressional rights defined when the people of
America united by a confederacy to defend their liberties
and rights against the tyrannical attempts of Great Blitain f
The states were not then contented with implied reservation. No, Mr. Chairman.
It was expressly declared in our
Confederation that every right was retained by the states,
respectively, which was not given up to the government of
the United States.
But there is no such thing here.
You,
therefore, by a natural and unavoidable implication, give up
your rights to the general government.
Your own example furnishCrs an argument against it. If
you give up these powers, without a bill of rights, you will
exhibit the most absurd thing to mankind that ever the world
saw--a
government that has abandoned all its powers-the powers of direct taxation, the sword, and the purse.
You have disposed of them to Congress, without a bill of
rights -- without check, limitation, or control.
And still you
have checks and guards; still you keep barriers_
pointed
where ? Pointed against your weakened, prostrated, enervated state government ! You have a bill of rights to defend you against the state government, which is bereaved of
all power, and yet you have none against Congress, though
in tifli and exclusive possession of all power!
You arm
yourselves against the weak and defenceless, and expose
yourselves naked to the armed and powerful.
Is not this a
conduct of unexampled absurdity ? What barriers have you
to oppose to this most strong, energetic government?
To
that government you have nothing to oppose.
All your defence is given up. This is a real, actual defect.
It must
strike the mind of every gentleman.
When our government
was first instituted in Virginia, we declared the common law
of England to be in force.
That system of law which has been admired, and has
protected us and our ancestors, is excluded by that system.
Added to this, we adopted a bill of rights.
By this Constitution, some of the best barriers of human rights are thrown
away.
Is there not an additional reason to have a bill of
rights ? By the ancient common law, the trial of all tZacts is
decided by a jury of impartial men from the immediate
vicinage
This paper speaks of different .iuries from the
common law in criminal cases; and in civil controvelsie*
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zxcludes trial by jury altogether.
There is, therefore, mort
occasion for the supplementary check of a bill of rights now
than then.
Congress, from their general powers, may fully
go into business of human legislation.
They may legislate,
in criminal cases, from treason to the lowest offence--petty
larceny. They may define crimes and prescribe punishments. In the definition of crimes, I trust they will be
directed by what wise representatives ought to be governed
by. But when we come to punishments, no latitude ought
to be left, nor dependence put on the virtue of rep,'esentatires.
What says our bill of rights ?--" that excessive bail
ought not to be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor
cruel and unusual punishments inflicted."
Are you not,
therefore, now calling on those gentlemen who are to compose Congress, to prescribe trials and define punishments
without this control ? Will they find sentiments there similar to this bill of rights ? You let them loose ; you do more
you depart from the genius of your country. That paper
tells yoli that the trial of crimes shall be by jury, and held
in the state where the crime shall have been committed.
Under this extensive provision, they may proceed in a manner extremely dangerous to liberty : a person accused may
be carried from one extremity of the state to another, and
be tried, not by an impartial jury of the vicinage, acquainted
with his character and the circumstances of the fact, but by
a jury unacquainted with both, and who may be biased
against him. Is not this sufficient to alarm men?
How
different is this from the immemorial practice of your British
ancestors, and your own ! I need not tell you that, by the
common law, a number of hundredors were required on a
iury, and that afterwards it was sufficient if the jurors came
from the same county.
With less than this the people of
England have never been satisfied. That paper ought to
have declared the common law in force.
In this business of legislation, your members of Congress
will loose the restriction of not imposing excessive fines, demanding excessive bail, and inflicting cruel and unusual
punishments.
These are prohibited by your declaration of
-ights.
What has distinguished our ancestors ?-- That they
would not admit cJf tortures, or cruel and barbarous punishment. But Congress may introduce the practice of the civil
aw, in preference to that of the common law. They ma)
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introduce the practice of France, Spain, and Germany--of
torturing, to extort a confession of the crime.
They will say
that they might as well draw examples from those countries
as from Great Britain, and they will tell you that there is
such a necessity of strengthening
the arm of government,
that they must have a criminal equity, and extort confession
by torture, in order to punish with still more relentless severity.
We are then lost and undone.
And can any man
think it troublesome, when we can, by a small interference,
fevent our rights from being lost ? If you will, like the
irginian government, give them knowledge of tile extent
of the rights retaiued by the people, and the powers of themselves, they will, if they be honest men, thank you for it.
Will they not wish to go on sure grounds?
But if you
leave them otherwise, they will not know how to proceed;
and, being in a state of uncertainty, the)' will assume rather
than give up powers by implication.
A bill of rights may be summed up in a few words. What
do they tell us ?--That
our rights are reserved.
Why not
say so?
Is it because it will consume too much paper?
Gentlemen's reasoning against a bill of rights does not satisfy me. Without saying which has the right side, it remains doubtful.
A bill of rights is a favorite thing with the
Virginians and the people of the other states likewise.
It
may be their pr_iudice , but the government ought to suit
their geniuses ; otherwise, its operation will be tmhappy.
A
bill of rights, even if its necessity be doubtful, will exclude
the possibility of dispute ; and, with great submission, I think
the best way is to have no dispute.
In the present Constitution, they are restrained from issuing general warrants to
search suspected places, or seize persons not named, without evidence of the commission of a fact, &c. There was
certaildy some celestial influence governing those who deliberated on that Conslitution;
for they have, with the most
cautious and enlightened circumspection, guarded those indefeasible rights which ought ever to be held sacred!
The
officers of Congress may come upon you now, fortified with all
the terrors of paramount
federal authority.
Excisemen
may come in muhitudes ; for the limitation of their ntlmbers
no man knows.
They may, unless the general government
be restrained by a bill of rights, or some similar restriction,
gc into your cellars and rooms, and search, ransack, and
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measure, every thing you eat, drink, and wear.
Theyough,
to be restrained within proper bounds.
With respect to the
freedom of the press, I need say nothin__; for it is hoped
that the gentlemen who shall compose _ongress will take.
care to infringe as lktle as possible the rights of human nature.
This will result from their integrity.
They should,
from prudence, abstain from violating the rights of their constituents.
Theyare not, however, expressly restrained.
But
whether they will intermeddle
with that palladium of our
liberties or not, 1 leave you to determine.
Mr. GRAYSON
thought it questionalfle whether rights
not given up were reserved.
A majority of the states, he
observed, had expressly reserved certain important rights by
bills of rights, and that in the Confederation
there was a
clause declaring expressly that every power and right not
given up was retained by the states.
It was the general
sense of America that such a clause was necessary;
otherwise, why did they introduce a clause which was totally unnecessary ? It had been insisted, he said, in many parts of
America, that a bill of rights was only necessary between a
prince and people, and not in such a government as this,
which was a compact between the people themselves.
This
did not satisfy his mind; for so extensive was the power of
legislation, in his estimation, that he doubted whether, when
it was once given up, any thing was retained.
He furthel
remarked, that there were some negative clauses in the Constitution, which refuted the doctrine contended for by the
other side. For instance; the 2d clause of the 9th section
of the 1st article provided that " the privilege of the writ of
habeas corpus shall not be suspended, unless when, in cases
of rebellion or invasion, the public safety may require it."
And, by the last clause of the same section, "no title of
nobility shall be granted by the United States."
Now, it
these restrictions had not been here inserted, he asked
whether Congress would not most clearly have had a right
to suspend that great and valuable right, and to grant titles
of nobility.
When, in addition to these considerations, he
saw they had an indefinite power to provide for the general
welfare, he thought there were great reasons to apprehend
great dangers.
He thought, therefore, that there ought to
be a bill of rizhts.
Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS,
in answer to the two gen-
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tlemen l,,st up, observed that, though there was a declaration of rights in the government of Virginia, it was no conclusive reason that there should be one in this Constitution ;
for, if it was unnecessary in the former, its omission in the
latter could be no defect.
They ought, therefore, to prove
that it was essentially necessary to be inserted in the Constitution of Virginia.
There were five or six states in the
Union which had no bill of rights, separately and distillctly
as such ; but they annexed the substance of a bill of rights
to their respective constitutions.
These states, he further observed, were as free as this state, and their liberties as secure
as ours. If so, gentlemen's arguments fi'om the precedent were
not good.
In Virginia, all powers were given to the government without any exception.
It was different in the
general government, to which certain special powers were
delegated for certain purposes.
He asked which was the
more sztfe. Was it safer to grant general powers than
certain limited powers?
This much as to the theory, continued he. What is the practice of this invahmble government ? Have your citizens been bound by it ? They have
not, sir. You have violated that maxim, "that no m_m shall
be condemned without a fair trial."
That man who was
killed, not secundum artem, was deprived of his life without
the benefit of law, and in express violation of this declaration of rights, which they confide in so much.
But, sir, this
bill of rights was no security.
It is but a paper check.
It
has been violated in many other instances.
Therefore, from
theory and practice, it may be concluded that this governnnent, with special powers, without any express excepticms,
is better than a government with general powers and special
exceptions.
But the practice of England is against us. The
rights there reserved to the people are to limit and check
the king's prerogative.
It is easier to enumerate the exceptions to his prerogative, than to mention all the cases to
which it extends.
Besides, these reservations, being only
tbrmed in acts of the legislature, may be altered by the represeutatives of the people when they think proper.
No
comparison can be made of this with the other governments
he mentioned.
There is no stipulation between the king and
people.
The former is possessed of absolute, unLmited
authority.
But, sir, this Constitution is defective because the common
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law is not declared to be in force ! What woald have been
the consequence if it had ? It would be immutable.
But
now it can he changed or modified as the legislative body
may find necessary for the community.
But the common
law is not excluded.
There is nothing in that paper t_,
warrant the assertion.
As to the exclusion of a jury fi'om
the vicinage, he has mistaken the fact. The legislature m_y
direct a jury to come from the vicinage.
But the g_'ntleman says that, by this Constitution, they have power Tom_kt'
laws to define crimes and prescribe punishments ; and th:_T,
consequently, we are not fi'ee from torture.
Treason again.,t
the United States is defined in the @onstitution, and the/brfeiture limited to the life of the per_n attainted.
Congress
ilave power to define, and punish piracies and felonies committed on the high seas, and offences against the laws of nations ; but they cannot defiue or prescribe the punishment of
any other crime whatever, without viol_tting the Constitution. If we had no security against torture but our declaration of rights, we might be tortured to-morrow : tbr it has
been repeatedly infrilJged and disregarded.
A bill of rights
is only an acknowledgment of the prei_xisting claim to rights
in the people.
They belong to us as much as if they had
been inserted in the Constitution.
But it is said that, if it
be doubtful, the possibility of dispute ought to be precluded.
Admittin_ it was proper for the ,Convention to have inserted
a bill of rights, it is not proper here to propose it as the condition of our accession to tile Union.
Would you r(]iect
this government for its omission, dissolve the Union, and
bring miseries on yourselves and posterity?
I hope the gentleman does not oppose it on this ground solely,
ls th¢_re
another reason ? He said that it is not only the general wish
of this state, but all the states, to have a bill of rights.
If it
be so, where is the difficulty of having this done by way of
subsequent amendment?
We shall find the other states
willing to accord with their own /_avorite wish.
The gentleman last up says that the power of legislation includes every
thing.
A general power of legislation does.
But this is a
special power of legislation.
Therefore, it does/lot contain
:hat plenitude of power which he imagines.
They cannot
.egislate in any case hut those particularly enumerated.
No
gentleman, who is a friend to the government, ought to withhold his assent from it for this reason.
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Mr. GEORGE MASON replied that the worthy gentleman was mistaken in his assertion that the bill of rights did
not prohibit torture; for that one clause expressly provided
that no man can give evidence against himself; and that the
worthy gentleman must know that, in those countries where
torture is used, evidence was extorted from the criminal
himself.
Another clause of the bill of rights provided that
no cruel and unusual punishments shall be inflicted; theretbre, torture was included in the prohibition.
Mr. NICHOLAS
acknowledged the bill of rights toeontain
that prohibition, and that the gentleman was right with respect to the practice of extorting confession fi'om the criminal in those countries where torture is used ; but still he saw
no security arising from the bill of rights as separate from
the Constitution, for that it had been fi'equently violated
with impunity.
TUESDAY,

June 15, 1788.

Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, this is a fatal
section, which has creatcd more dangers than any other.
The first clause allows the importation of slaves for twenty
years.
Under the royal government, this evil was looked
upon as a great ol)pression, and many attempts were made
to prevent it; but the interest of the Aft'lean merchants prevented its prohibition.
No sooner did the revolution take
place, than it was thought of. It was one of the great
causes of our separation from Great Britain.
Its exclusion
has been a principal obiect of this state, and most of the
states in the Union.
The augmentation of slaves weakens
the states; and such a trade is diabolical in itself, and disgraceful to mankind; yet, by this Constitution,
it is eo_ltinued for twenty years.
As much as I value a union of all
the states, I would not admit the Southern States into the
Union unless they agree to the discontinuance
of this disgraceful trade, because it would brin_ weakness, and not
strength, to the Union.
And, though this infamous tr_ffficbe
continued, we have no security tbr the property of that kind
which we have already.
There is no clause in this Constitmion to secure it ; for they may lay such a tax as will amount
to manumission.
And should the government l)e amended,
still this detestable kind of commerce cannot be discontinued
till after the expiration of twenty years; tbr the 5th artich'.
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which provides for amendments,
expressly excepts this clause
I have ever looked npon this as a most disgraceful
th!ng to
America.
I cannot express my detestation
of it.
Yet they
have not secured
us the property
of the slaves
we have
already.
So that "they
have done what they ought not to
have done, and have left undone what they ought to have
done."
Ms'. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman,
[ should conceive
this
clause to be hnpolitic, if it were one of those things which
could be excluded
without encountering
greater evils.
The
Southern
States would not have entered into the Uuion of"
America
without
tile temporary
permission of that trade;
and if they were excluded tl'om the Uniot_, the consequences
might be dreadful to them and to us.
We are not in a
worse situation
than befbre.
That
traffic is prohibited
by
our laws, and we may coutinue the prohibition.
The Uuiou
in general is not in a worse situation.
Under the Articles
of Confederation,
it might be continued
forever; but, by this
clause, an end may be put to it after twenty years.
There is,
therefore, an amelioration
of our circumstdnces.
A tax may
be laid in the mean time ; but it is limited ; otherwise
Congress might lay such a tax as would amount to a prohibition.
From the mode of representation
and taxation,
Congress
cannot lay such a tax on slaves as will amount to manumission.
Another
clause secures us that property
which we
now possess.
At present,
if any slave elopes to any of those
states where slaves are free, he becomes
emancipated
by
their laws ; for the laws of" the states are uncharitable
to one
another in this respect.
But in this Constitution,
"no person
held to service or labor in oue state, under the laws thereof,
esc:aping into another, shall, in consequence
of any law or
regulation the.rein, be dischtr_ed
fi'om such service or labor;
but shall be delivez'ed up on claim of tht' party to whom such
service or labor shall be due."
This clause was expressly
inserted, to enable owners of" slaves to reclaim them.
This is a better security thau any that now exists. No power
is _iven to the general government
to interpose with respect to
the property in slaves now held by the states.
The taxation
of this state being equal only to its representation,
such a
tax cannot be laid as he supposes.
They cannot
prevent
the importation
of slaves for twenty
years;
but after that
period, they can.
The gentlemen
from South Carolina and
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Georgia argued in this manner : "We have now liberty to import this species of property, and much of the property now
possessed had been pu,'chased, or otherwise acquired, in col_templation of improving it by the assistance of fmported
slaves. What would be the consequence of hindering us
from it?
The slaves of Virginia would rise in value, and
we should be obliged to go to your markets.
I need not expatiate on this subject.
Great as the evil is, a dismemberment of tile Union woukl be worse.
If those states should
disunite from the other states for not indulging them in tile
temporary continuance of this traffic, they might solicit and
obtain aid from foreign powers.
Mr. TYLER warmly enlarged on tile impolicy, iuiquity,
and disgraeethlness of this wicked traffic. He thought the
reasons urged by gentlemen in defence of it were inconclusive and ill founded.
It was one cause of the complaints
against British tyranny, that this trade was permitted.
The
revolution had put a period to it; but now it was to be revived. He thought nothing could justify it. This temporary restriction on Congress militated, iu his opinion, against
the ar.guments of gentlemen on the other side, that what was
no! g.wen up was retained by the states; for that, if this restrleuon had not been inserted, Confess could have prohibited the African trade. 3'he power of prohibiting it was no1
expressly delegated to them; yet they would have had it by
implication, if this reslraint had not been provided.
This
seemed to him to demonstrate most clearly the necessity of
restraining them, by a bill of rights, from infringing our unalienable rights,
h was immaterial whether the bill of rights
was by itself, or included in the Constitution.
But he contet_ded for it one way or the other. ]t would be justified
by our own example and that of England.
His earnest
desire was, that it should be handed down to posterity that
he had opposed this wicked clause. He then adverted to
the clauses which enabled Congress to legislate exclusively
in the ten miles square, and other places purchased for forts,
magazines, &c., to provide for the general welfare, to raise a
standing army, and to make any law that may be necessary
to.carry their laws into execution.
From the combined operauon of these unlimited powers he dreaded the most fatal
consequences.
If any acts of violence should be committed
on persons or property, the perpetrators of such acts might
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take refuge m the sanctuary of the ten miles square and the
strongholds.
They would thus escape with impunity, as the,
states had no power to punish them.
He called to the recullection of the committee the history of the Athenian who,
fi'om small beginnings, had enslaved his country.
He begged
them to remember that C_esar, who prostrated the liberties of his country, did not possess a powerful army at first.
Suppose, says he, that the time should come that a king
should be proposed by Congress.
Will they not be able, by
the sweeping clause, to call in tbreign assistance, and raise
troops, and do whatever they think proper tocarry this proposition into effect ? He then concluded that, unless this
clause were expunged, he would vote against the Constitution.
Mr. MADISON
was surprised that any gentleman should
return to the clauses which had already been discussed.
He
begged the gentleman to read the clauses which gave the
power of exclusive legislation, and he might see that nothing
could be done without the consent of the states.
With
respect to the supposed operation of what was denominated
the sweeping clause, the gentlem:m, he said, was mistaken :
for it o_dy extended to the enumerated
powers.
Should
Congress attempt to extend it to any power not enumerated,
it would not be warranted by the clause.
As to the restriction in the clause under consideration, it was a restraint on
the exercise of a power expressly delegated to Congress;
namely, that of regulating commerce with foreign nations.
Mr. HENRY insisted that the insertion of these restrictions on Congress was a plain demonstration that Congress
could exercise powers by implicatiop.
The gentleman had
admitted that Congress could haw _,interdicted the Aft'lean
trade, were it not for this restriction.
If so, the power, not
Imving been expressly delegated, must be obtained by implication.
He demanded where, then, was their doctrine of
reserved rights.
He wished for negative clauses to prevent
them from assuming any powers but those expressly given.
tie asked why it was omitted to secure us that p.ro.perty in
slaves which we held now.
He feared its omission was
done with desizn.
They might lay such heavy taxes on
slaves as would amount to emancipation;
and then the
_outhern States would be the only sufferers.
His opin,on
was confirmed by the mode of levying money. Congress. ne
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observed, had power to lay and collect taxes, imposts, and
excises.
Imposts (or duties)a.d
excises were to be u,iform; but this unitbrmity did not extend to taxes.
This
might compel the Southern States to liberate their negroes.
He wished this property, therefore, to be guarded.
He considered the clause, which had been adduced by. the gentleman as a security for this property, as no security at all. It
was no more than this--that
a runaway negro could be
taken up in Maryland or New York. This could not preve.t
Congress from interfering with that property by laying a
grievous and enormous tax on it, so as to compel owners to
emancipate their slaves rather than pay the tax.
He apprehended it would be productive of" much stock jobbing, and
that they would play into one another's
hands in such a
manner as That this property would be lost to the country.
Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS
wondered that gentleme,
who were against slavery should be. opposed to this clause;
as, after that period, the slave trade would be done away.
He asked if gentlemen did not see the inconsistency of their
arguments.
They oI!ject, says he, to the Constitution, because the slave trade is laid open for twenty odd years; and
yet they tell you that, by some latent operation of it, the
slaves who are so now will be manumitted.
At the same
moment it is opposed for being promotive and destructive of
slavery.
He contended that it was advantageous to Virginia
that it should be in the power of Congress to prevent the
importation of slaves after twenty years, as it would then
put a period to the evil complained of.
As the Southern States would not confederate without
this clause, he asked if.gentlemen would rather dissolve the
confhderacy than to suffer this temporary inconvenience, admitting it to be such.
Virginia might continue the prohibition of such importation du;ing the intermediate period, and
would be benefited by it, as a tax of ten dollars on each
slave might be laid, of which she would receive a share.
He ende.avored to obviate the objection of gentlemen, that
the restriction on Congress was a proof that they wo,ld
have powers not given them, by remarking, that they would
o.ly have had a general superintendency
of trade, if the restriction had not been inserted.
But the Southern States
insisted on this exoeption to that general superintendency
for twenty years.
It could not, therefore, have been a power
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by implication, as the restriction was an exception from a
delegated power.
The taxes could not, as had been suggested, be laid so high on negroes as to amount to emancipat'_on
because taxation and representation were fixed according to
the census established in the Constitution.
The exc_;ption
of taxes from the uniformity annexed to duties and excises
could not have the operation contended for by the gelltlemalt, because other clauses had clearly and positively fix,3d
the census.
Had taxes been uniform, it would have been
universally ol!j¢:cted to ; tbr no one object could be selected
without involving great iuconveniences
and oppressiolls.
But, says Mr. Nicholas, is it ti'om the general government
we are to fear emancipation ? Gentlemen will recollect
what I said in another house, and what other gentlemen
have said, that advocated emaucipation.
Give me leave to
say, that clause is a great security for our slave tax.
I can
tell the committee that the people of our country are reduced
to beggary by the taxes on t_egroes. Had this Constitution
been adopted, it would not have been the case.
The taxes
were laid on all our negroes.
By this system, two fifths are
exempted.
He then added, that he had not imagined gentlemen would support here what they had opposed in another
place.
Mr. HENRY replied that, though the proportion of each
was to be fixed by the census, and three fifths of the slaves
only were included in the enumeration, yet the proportion
of Virginia, being once fixed, might be laid on blacks and
blacks only; for, the mode of raising the proportion of each
state being to be directed by Congress, they might make
slaves the sole object to raise it of. Personalities he wished
to take leave of: they had nothing to do with the question,
which was solely whether that paper was wrong or not.
Mr. NICHOLAS
replied, that negroes must be considered as persotJs or property.
If as property, the proportion
of taxes to be laid on them was fixed in the Constitution.
If he apprehended a poll tax on negroes, the Constitution had
prevented it; for, by the census, where a white man paid
ten shillings, a negro paid but six shillings; for the exemption of two fifths of them reduced it to that proportion.
[The _2d,8d, and 4th clauses were then read.]
Mr. GEORGE MASON said, that gentlemen might think
themselves secured by the restriction, in the 4th clause, that
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no capitation or other direct tax should be laid but in proportion to the census before directed to be taken ; but that,
when maturely eonsidere_i, it would be found to be no security whatsoever.
It was nothing but a direct assertion, or
mere confirmation of the clause which fixed the ratio of
taxes and representation.
It only meant that the quantum
to be raised of each state should be in proportion to their
numbers, in the manner therein directed.
But the general
government was not precluded fi'om laying the proportion of
any particular state on any one species of properly the 5"
might think proper.
_or instance, if five hundred thousand dollars were to be
raised, they might lay the whole of' the proportion of the
Southern States on the blacks, or any one species of property; _ that, by laying taxes too heavily on slaves, they
might totally annihilate that kind of property.
No real seennty could arise from the clause which provides that persons held to labor in one state, escaping into another, shall
be delivered up. This only meant that runaway slaves
should not be protected in other states.
As to the exclusion
of e_;post facto laws, it could not be said to create any security in this ease ; for laying a tax on slaves would not be
ez l_ost f_cto.
Mr. MADISON replied, that even the Southern States,
whieh were most affected, were perfectly satisfied with this
provisio,, and dreaded no danger to the property they now
hold. It appeared tohim that the general government would
not intermeddle with that property for twenty years, but to
lay a tax on every slave imported not exceeding ten dollars ;
and that, after the expiration of that period, they might prohibit the traffic altogether.
The census in the Constitution was intended to introduce equality in the burdens to he
laid on the community.
No gentleman objeeted to laying
duties, imposts, and excises, uniformly.
But uniformity of
taxes would be subversive of the prineiples of equality ; tbr it
was not po_iblc to select any artiele whleh would be easy
for one state but what would be heavy for another; that,
the proportion of eaeh state being ascertained, it would be
raised by the general government in the most convenient manner for the people, and not by the selection of any ore; partitular object; that there must be some degree of confidence
put in agents, or else we must reject a state of civil society
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altogethel.
Another great security to this property, which
he mentioned, was, that five states were greatly interested
in that species of property, and there were other states
which had some slaves, and had made no attempt, or taken
any step, to take them from the people.
There.were a fi_w
slaves in New York, New Jersey, aud Connecticut : these
states would, probably, oppose any attempts to annihilate
this species of property.
He concluded by observiug that
he should be glad to leave the decision of this to the committee.
[The 5th and 6th clauseswerethen reac_.]
Mr. GEORGE
MASON apprehended the loose expression of "publication
from time to time" was applicable to
any time.
It was equally applicable to monthly and septen.
nial periods.
It might be. extended ever so much.
The
reason urged in favor of this ambiguous expression was,
that there might be some matters whi,_h require secrecy.
In
matters relative to military operations and foreign negotiations, secrecy was necessary sometimes; but he did not
eoitceive that the receipts and expenditures of the public
money ought ever to be concealed.
The people, he affirmed,
had a right to know the expenditures of their money; but
that this expression was so loose, it might be concealed forever fi'om them, and might afford opportunities, of nfisappl ing the public money, and sheltering those who did it. _e
concluded it to be as exceptionable as any clause, in so few
words, could be.
Mr. LEE (of Westmoreland)
thought such trivial argument as that just used by the honorable gentleman would
have no weight with the committee.
He conceived the exression to be sufficiently explicit and satisfactory.
It must
e supposed to mean, in the common acceptation of language, short, convenient periods.
It was as well as if it had
said one year, or a shorter term.
Those who would neglect
this provision would disobey the most pointed directions.
As the Assemhly was to meet next week, he hoped gendemen would confine themselves to the investigation of the
principal parts of the Constitution.
Mr. MASON begged to be permitted to use that mode ot
argafing to which he had been accustomed.
However de.
s_rous he was of pleasing that worthy gentleman, his duly
would not give way to that pleasure.

4(_0

DEBATES.

LHRsRY

Mr. GEORGE NICHOLAS said it was a better directioa
and security than was in the state government.
No appropriation shall be made of the public money but by law.
l'here could not be any misapplication of it. Thereibre, he
thought, instead of censure it m_,rited applause;
being a
cautious provision, which few constitutions,
or none, had
ever adopted.
Mr. CORBIN concurred in the sentiments of Mr. Nicholas on this subject.
Mr. MADISON
thought it much better than if it had
mentioned any specified period ; because, if the accounts of
the public receipts and expenditures were to be published at
short, stated periods, they would not be so full and connected
as would be necessary for a thorough comprehension of them,
and detection of any errors.
But by- giving them an opportunity of publishing them froln time to time, as might be
bund easy and convenient, they would be more thll and
satisfactory to the public, and would be sufficiently frequent.
He thought, after all, that this provision went farther than
the constitution of an)" state in the Union, or perhaps in
the world.
M_'. MASON replied, that, in the Confederation, the public proceedings were to be published monthly, which was infinitely better than depending on men_s virtue to publish
them or not, as they might please.
If there was no such
provision in the Constitution of Virginia, gentlemen ought to
consider the ditti_rence between such a full representation,
dispersed and mingled with every part of the community, as
the state representation was, and such an inadequate representation as this was.
One might be safely trusted, but not
the other.
Mr. MADISON
replied, that the inconveniences which
had been experienced from the Confederation, in that respect, had their weight with him in recommending
this in
preference to it; for that it was impossible, in such short
intervals, to adjust the public accounts in any satisfactory
manner.
[The 7th clausewasthen read.]
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, we have now come to the
9th section, and I consider myself at liberty to take a short
_'iew of the whole. I wish to do it very briefly. Give me leave
m remark that there is a bill of rights in that government
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There are express restrictions, which are in the shape of
a bill of rights; but the.y bear the name of the 9th section.
The design of the negauve expressions in this section is to
prescribe limits beyond which the powers of Congress shall
not go. These are the sole bounds intended by. the American government. Whereabouts do we stand with respect
to a bill of rights ? Examine it, and compare it to the idea
manifested by the Virginian bill of rights, or that of the other
states. The restraints in this congressional bill of rights are
so feeble and few, that it would have been infinitely better
to have said nothing about it. The fair implication is, that
they can do every thing they are not forbidden to do. What
will be the result if Congress, in the course of their legislation, should do a thing not restrained by this 9th section ?
It will fall as an incidental power to Congress, not being
prohibited expressly in the Constitution. The first prohibition is, that the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall
not be suspended but when, in case of rebellion or invasion,
the public safety may require it. It results clearly that, if
it had not said so, they could suspend it in all cases whatsoever. It reverses the position of the friends of this Constitution, that every thing is retained which is not given up ;
tbr, instead of this, every thing is given up which is not expressly reserved. It does not speak affirmatively, and say
that it shall be suspended in those cases ; but that it shall not
be suspended but in certain cases; going on a supposition
that every thing which is not negatived shall remain with
Congress. If the power remains with the people, how carl
Congress supply the want of an affirmative grant ? They
cannot do it hut by implication, which destroys their doctrine.
The Virginia bill of rights interdicts the relinquishment of
he sword and purse without control. That bill of rights
secures the great and principal rights of mankind. But this
bill of rights extends to but very few cases, and is destructive of the doctrine advanced by the friends of that paper.
If ez post facto laws had not been interdicted, they might
also have been extended by implication at pleasure. Let us
consider whether this restriction be founded in wisdom or
good policy. If no ez post facto laws be made, what is to
become of the old Continental paper dollars ? Will not this
country be forced to pay in gold and silver, shilling for
shilling? Gentlemen may think that this does not deserve
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an answer.
But it is an all-important question, because the
property of this country is not commensurate to the enormous
demand.
Our own government triumphs, with infinite superiority, when put in contrast with that paper. Tile want of
a bill of rights will render all their laws, however oppressive,
constitutional.
If the government of Virginia passes a law in contradiction to our bill of rights, it is nugatory.
By that paper the
national wealth is to be.disposed of under the veil of secrecy ;
for the publication from time to tia)e will amount to nothi_lg,
and they may conceal what they may think requires secrecy.
How different it is in your own government!
Have not the
people seen the journals of our legislatnre every day during
every session ? Is not the lobby full of people ever)' day ?
Yet gentlemen say that the publication from time to time is
a security unknown in our state government!
Such a regulation would be nugatory and vain, or at least needless, as
the people see the journals of our legislature, and hear their
debates, every day. If this be not more. secure than what
is in that paper, l will give up that I have totally misconceived the principles of the government.
You are told that
)'our rizhts are secured in this new government.
They are
guarded in no other part but this 9th section.
The few restrictions in that section are )our only safeguards.
They
may control your actions, and your very words, without being repugnant to that paper. The existence of your dearest
privileges will depend on the consent of Congress, for they
are not wilhin the restrictions of the 9th section.
If gentlemen think that securing the slave trade is a capital ot!iect ; that the privilege of the habeas corpus is sufficiently secure.] ; that the exclusion of ex post facto laws will
produce no inconvenience ; that the publication from time to
Time will secure their property; in one word, that this section alone will sufficiently secure their liberties,_I
have
spoken in vain. Every word of mine, and of my worthy coadJ:ltor, is lost. I trust that gentlemen, on this occasion, wilt
see the great objects of religion, liberty of the press, trial by
iury, interdiction of cruel punishments, and every other sacred
right, secured, before they agree to that paper. These most
important human rights are not protected by that section,
_ hich is the only safeguard in the Constitution.
My mind
will not be quieted till t see, something substantial come
forth in the shape of a bill of rights.

RA._DOLPn.]

VIRGINIA.

-_

Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, the general review
which the gentleman has taken of the 9th section is so inconsistent, that, in order to answer him, I must, with your permission, who are the custos of order here, depart from the
rule of the house in some degree.
1 declared, some days
ago, that I would give my suffrage for this Constitution, not
because I considcred it without blemish, but because the
critical situation of our country demanded it. I invite those
who think with me to vote for the Constitution.
But where
things occur in it which I disapprove of, I shall be candid
in exposing my objections.
Permit me to return to that clause which is called by gentlemen the sweepir_ clause. I observed, yesterday, that I
conceived the construction which had been put on this clause
by the advocates of the Constitution was too narrow, and
that the construction put upon it by the other party was extravagant. The immediate explanation appears to me most
rational. The former contend that it gives no supplementary power, but only enables them to make laws to execute
the delegated powersuor,
in other words, that it only involves
the powers incidental to those expressly delegated.
By incidentalpowers the_" mean those which are necessary for the
principalthing.
That the incident is inseparable from the
principal, is a maxim in the construction of laws. A constitution differs from a law; for a law only embraces one
thiug, but a constitution embraces a number of things, and
is to have a more liberal construction.
I need not recur to
the constitutions of Europe for a precedent to direct my explication of this clause, because, in Europe, there is no constitutiou wholly in writing. The European constitutions
sometimes consist in detached statutes or ordinances, sometimes they are on record, and sometimes they depend on
immemorial tradition.
The American constitutions are singular, and their construction ought to be liberal. On this
principle, what should be said of the clause under consideration ? (the sweeping clause.)
If incidental powers be those
only which arenecessary
for the principal thing, the clause
would be superfluous.
Let us take an example of a single department;
for instance, that of the President, who has certain things annexed to his office. Does it not reasonably follow that he
must have some incidental powers ? The principle of inci-
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dental powers extends to all palts of the system.
If you
then say that the President has incidental powers, you reduce
it to tautology.
I cannot conceive that the fair interpretation
of these words is as the honorable member says.
Let me say that, in my opinion, the adversaries of the
Constitution wander equally t_om the true meaning.
If it
would not fatigue the house too far, I would go back to the
question of reserved rights.
The gentleman supposes that
complete and unlimited legislation is vested in the Congress of the United States.
This supposition is founded on
thlse reasoning.
What is the present situation of this state ?
She has possession of all rights of sovereignty, except those
given to the Confederation.
She must delegate powers to
the confederate government.
It is necessary for her public
happiness.
Her weakness compels her to confederate with
the twelve other governments.
She trusts certain powers to
the general government, in order to support, protect, and
defend the Union.
Now, is there not a demonstrable difference
between
the principle
of theisstate
of
the general
government
? There
not agovernment
word said, and
in the
state government, of the powers given to it, because they are
general.
But in the general Constitution, its powers are
enumerated.
Is it not, then, fairly deducible, that it has no
power but what is expressly given it ?_for
if its powers
were to be general, an enumeration would l,e needless.
But the insertion of the negative restrictions has given
cause of triumph, it seems, to gentlemen.
They suppose
1hat it demonstrates that Congress are to have powe,'s by
implication.
I will meet them on that ground.
I persuade
myself that every exception here mentioned is an exception,
not from general powers, but fi'om the particular powers
therein vested.
To what power in the general _overnment
is the exception made respecting the importation of negroes?
Not fi'om a general power, but from a particular power expressly enumerated.
This is an exception from the power
given them of regulating commerce.
He asks, Where is the
po_ver to which the prohibition of suspending the habeas
corpus is an exception ? I contend that, by virtue of the
power given to Congress to regulate courts, they could susI'en_ the writ of habeas corpus.
This is therefore an
exception to that power.
The 3d restriction
is, that no bill of attainder, or ex
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post facto law, shall be passed.
This is a manifest exeep.
tion to another power.
We know well that attainders and
ez post facto laws have always been the engines of criminal
jurisprudence.
This is, therefore, an exception to the criminal jurisdiction vested in that body.
The 4th restriction is, that no capitation, or other direct
tax, shall be laid, unless in proportion to the census before
directed to be taken.
Our debates show from what power
this is an exception.
The restrictions in the 5th clause are an exception to the
power of regulating commerce.
The restriction in the 6th clause, that no money should be
drawn from the treasury but in consequence of appropria
tions made by law, is an exception to the power of paying
the debts of the United States; for the power of drawing
money fi'om the treasury is consequential of that of paying
the public debts.
The next restriction is, that no titles of nobility shall be
granted by the United States.
If we cast our eyes to the
manner in which titles of nobility first originated, we shall
find this restriction founded on the same principles. These
sprang from military and civil offices. Both are put in the
hands of the United States, and therefore I presume it to be
an exception to that power.
The last restriction restrains any person in office fi'om
accepting of any present or emolument, title or office, ti'om
any foreign prince or state.
It must have been observed
beibre, that, though the Confederation had restricted Congress t_om exercising any powers not given them, yet they
inserted it, not from any apprehension of usurpation, but for
greater security. This restriction is provided to prevent
corruption. All men have a natural inherent right of receiving emoluments from any one, unless they be restrained by
the regulations of the community.
An accident which
actually happened operated in producing the restriction.
A
box was presented to our ambassador by the king of our
allies. It was thought proper, in order to exclude corruption
and foreign influence, to prohibit any one in office from receiving or holding any emoluments from foreign states.
I
believe that if, at that moment, when we were in harmony
with the king of France, we had supposett :hat he was
corrupting ou," ambassador, it might b ,,e ,11stur.hed that
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confidt:nce, and diminished that mutual friendship, which
contributed to carry us through the war.
The honorable gentlemen observe that Congress might define punishments, from petty larceny to high treason.
This
is an unfortunate quotation for the gentleman, because treason is expressly defined in the 3d section of the 3d article,
and they can add no feature to it. They have not _'ognizance over any other crime except piracies, felonies committed on tile high seas, and offences against the law of
nations.
But the rhetoric of the gentleman has highly colored the
dangers of giving the general government an indefinite power
of providing for thegeneral welfare.
I contend that no such
power is given.
They have power "to lay and collect
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and
rovide for the common defence and general welfare of the
tilted States."
Is this an independent, separate, substa,tire power, to provide, tbr the general welfare of the United
States ? No, sir. They can lay and collect taxes, &c.
For what ? To pay the debts and provide for the general
welfare.
Were not this the case, the following part of the
clause would be absurd. It would have been treason against
common language.
Take it altogether, and let me ask if
the plain interpretation be not this--a
power to lay and
collect taxes, &c., in order to provide for the general welfhre and pay debts.
On the subject of a bill of rights, the want of which has
been complained of, I will observe that it has been sanctified
by such reverend authority, that I feel _me difficulty i_
going against it. I shall not, however, be deterred from
giving my opinion on this occasion, let the consequence be
what it may.
At the beginning of the war, we had no certain bill of rights ; for our charter cannot be considered as a
bill of rights; it is nothing more than an investiture, in the
hands of the Virginia citizens, of those rights which belonged
to British subjects.
When the British thought proper to
infringe our rights, was it not necessary to mention, in our
Constitution, those rights which ought to be paramount to
the power ofthe legislature ? Why is the bill of rights distinct from the Constitution ? I consider bills of rights in
this s'iew _ that the govermnent should use them, when there
is a departure from its fundamental principles, in order to
restore them.
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This is the true sense of a bill of rights.
If it be con.
sistent with the Constitution, or contain additional rights, why
not put it in the Constitution ? If it be repugnant to the
Constitution, here will be a perpetual scene of warfare between them. The honorable gentleman has praised the bill
of rights of Virginia, and c:illed it his guardian angel, and
vilifi_fdthis Constitution for not having it. Give me leave
to make" a distinction between the representatives of the
people of it particul_lr country, who are appointed as tile
ordinary legisl_lture, having no limitation to their powers,
and another body arising from a compact, and with certain
delineated powers.
Were a bill of rights necessary izl
the former, it would not be in the latter; for the best
security that can be in the latter is the express enumeration
of its powers. But let me ask the gentleman where his
favorite rights are violated.
They are not violated by the
10th section, which contains restrictions on the states.
Are they violated by the enumerated powers?
[Here his
excellency read from the 8th to the 12th article of the bill
of rights.] Is there not provision made, in this Constitution,
for the trial by .jury in criminal cases ? Does not the 3d
article provide that the trial of all crimes shall be by jury, and
held where the said crimes shall have been committed i
Does it not follow that the cause and nature of the accusation must be produced ? _ because, otherwise, they cannot
proceed on the cause.
Every one knows that the witnesses
must be brought before the jury, or else the prisoner will be
dis_'harged. Calling of evidence in his f_lvor is coincident to
his trial. There is no suspicion _h_t less than twelve jurors
will be thought sufficient.
The only defect is, that the.re
is no speedy trial. Consider how this could have been
amended.
We have heard complaints against it because
it is supposed the jury is to come from the state at large. It
will be in their power to have juries from the vicinage. And
would not the complaints have been louder if they had appointed a federal court to be had in every county in the
state?
Criminals are brought, in this state, from every
part of the country to the general court, and jurors from the
vicinage are summoned to the trials.
There can be no
reason to prevent the general government from adopting a
similar regulation.
As to the exclusion of excessive bail and fines, and crueJ
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and unusual punishments, this would follow of itself, without a bill of rights. Observations have been made about
wat,:hfulness over those in power which deserve our attention. There must be a combination; we must presume
corruption in the House of Representatives, Senate, and
President, before we can suppose that excessive fines can
be imposed or cruel punishments inflicted. Their number
is tile highest security. Numhers are the highest security
in our own Constitution, which has attracted so many eulogiums from the gentlemen. Here we have launched into a
sea of suspicions. How shall we cheek power ? By their
num[rers. Before these cruel punishments can be inflicted,
laws must be passed, and judges must judge contrary to
justice. This would excite universal discontent and detestation of the members of the government. They might
involve their friends in the calamities resulting from it, arrd
could be removed from office. I never desire a greater
security than this, which I believe to be absolutely sufficient.
That general warrants are grievous and oppressive, and
ought not to be granted, I fidly admit. I heartily concur in
expressing my detestation of them. But we have sufficient
security here also. We do not rely on the integrity of any
one particular person or body, but on the number and different orders of the members of the government--some of
them having necessarily the same feelings with ourselves.
Can it be believed that the federal .judiciary would not be
independent enough to prevent such oppressive practic_:s?
If the)" will not do justice to persons injured, may they not
go to our own state .judiciaries, and obtain it ?
Gentlemen have been misled, to a certain degree, by a
general declaration that the trial by jury was gone. We
see that, in the mos" valuable cases, it is reserved. Is it
abolished in civi, eases ? Let him put his finger on the
part where it is abolished. The Constitution is silent on it.
What expression would you wish the Constitution to use,
to.establish it ? Remember we were not making a constitution for Virginia alone, or we might have taken Virginia
for our directory. But we were forming a constitutio_ for
thirteen states. The trial by jury is different in different
states. In some states it is excluded in cases in which it
is admitted in others. In admiralty causes it-is not u_d.
Would you have a jury to determine the case of a capture ?
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The Virginia legislature thought proper to make an exception of that case. These depend on the law of nations,
and no twelve men that could be picked up could be equal
to the decision of such a matter.
Then, sir, the freedom of the press is said to be insecure.
God forbid that I should give my voice against the freedom
of the press. But [ ask, (and with confidence that it cannot be answered,) Where is the page where it is restrained ?
If there had been any regulation about it, leaving it insecu,'e, then there might have been reason for clamors. But
this is not the case. If it be, I again ask for the particular
clause which gives liberty to destroy the freedom of the
press.
He has added religion to the objects endangered, in his
cnnceptkm.
Is tbere any power g_ven over it._ Let it be
pointed out. Will he not be contented with the answer
that has been frequently given to tbat objection ? The variety of sects which abounds in the United States is the
best security for the freedom of religion.
No part of the
Constitution, even if strictly construed, will justify a conclusion that the general government can take away or impair
the freedom of religion.
The gentleman asks, with triumph, Shall we be deprived
of these valuable rights ? Had there been an exception, or
an express infringement of those rights, he might object;
but I conceive every fair reasoner will agree that there is
no .just cause to suspect that they will be violated.
But he objects that the common law is not established
by the Constitution.
The wisdom of the Convention is
displayed by its omission, because the common law ought
not to be immutably fixed. Is it established in our own
Constitution, or the bill of rights, which has been resounded
through the house ? It is established only by an act of the
legislature, and can therefore be changed as circumstances
may require it. Let the honorable gentleman consider what
tvould be the destructive consequences of its establishment
m the Constitution.
Even in England, where the firmest
Jpposition has been made to encroachments
upon it, it has
been frequently changed.
What would have been our di-.
lemma if it had been established ? Virginia has declared
that children shall have equal portions of the real estate of
their intestate parents, and it is consistent with the principles of a republican government.
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The immutable establishment of the common law would
have been repugnant to that regulation. It would, in many
respects, be destructive to republican principles, and productive of great inconveniences. I might indulge myself
by"showing many parts of the common law which would
have this effect. I hope 1 shall not be thought to speak
ludicrously, when I say tile writ of burni_g heretics would
have been revived by it. It would tend to throw real property into few hands, and prevent the i,troduction of many
salutary regulations. Thus, were the common law adopted
in that system, it would destroy tile principles of republican
government. But this is not excluded. It may be established by an act of legislature. Its deflective parts may be
altered, and it may be changed and modified as the convenience of the public may require it.
I said, when I opened my observations, that I thought the
friends of the Constitution were mistaken when they supposed the powers granted by the last clause of the 8th section to be merely incidental; and that its enemies were
equally mistaken when they put such an extravagant construction upon it.
My objection is, that the clause is ambiguous, and that
that ambiguity may injure the states. My fear is, that it
will, by gradual accessions, gather to a dangerous length.
This is my apprehension, and I disdain to disown it. I will
praise it where it deserves it, and censure it where it appears
defective. But, sir, are we to reject it, because it is ambiguous in some particular instances? I cast my eyes to the
actual situation of America. I see tile dreadthi tempest, to
which the present calm is a prelude, if disunion takes place.
I see the anarchy which must happen if no energetic go_'ernment be established. In this situation, I would take the
Constitution, were it more objectionable than it is ; for, if
anarchy a,ld confiJsion Jbllow disunion, an enterprising man
may enter into the American throne. I conceive there is no
danger. The representatives are chosen by and from among
the people. They will have a fellow-feeling for the farmers
and planters. The twenty-six senators, representatives of
the states, will not be those desperadoes and horrid adventurers which they are represented to be. The state legislatures, I trust, will not forget the duty they owe to their
country so far as to choose such men to m-,nage their federal
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interests.
I trust that the members of Congress themselves
will explain the ambiguous parts; and if not, the states
can combine in order to insist on a'mending tile ambiguities.
1 would depend on the present actual tieeling of the people
of America, to introduce any amendment which may be
necessary.
I repeat it again, though I do not reverence the
Constitution,
that its adoption is necessary to avoid the
storm which is hanging over America, and that no greater
curse can befall her than the dissolution of the political
connection between the states.
Whether we shall propose
previous or subsequent amendments, is now the only dispute.
It is supererogation to repeat again the arguments in support of each ; but I ask gentlemen whether, as eight states
have adopted it, it be not safer to adopt it, and rely on the
probability of obtaining amendments, than, by a rejection, to
hazard a breach of the Union ? I hope to be excused for
the breach of order which I have committed.
Mr. HENRY
lamented that he could not see with that
perspicuity which other gentlemen were blessed with.
But
the 9th section struck his mind still in an unfavorable light.
He hoped, as the gentleman had been indulged in speaking
of the Constitution in general, that he should be allowed to
answer him before they adopted or rejected it.
[The 1st clause of the 10th section was next read.]
Mr. HENRY apologized for repeatedly tronbling the committee with his fears.
But he apprehended the most serious
consequences from these restrictions on the states.
As they
could not emit bills of credit, make any thing but gold and
silver coin a tender in payment of debts, pass ez post fttcto
laws, or impair the obligation of contracts,--though
these
restrictions were founded on good principles, yet he feared
they would have this effect; that this state would be obliged
to pay for her share of the Continental
money, shilling for
shilling.
He asked gentlemen who had been in high authority, whether there were not some state speculatious on
this matter.
He had been informed that some states had
acquired vast quantities of that money, which they would be
.able to recover in its nominal value of the other states.
Mr. MADISON admitted there might be some speculations on the subject.
He be.lieved the old Continental
money was settled in a very disproportionate
manner.
It
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appeared to him, however, that it was unnecessary to say
any thing on this point, for there was a clause in the Constitution which cleared it up. The first clause of the 6th
article provides that "all debts contracted, and engagements
entered into, before the adoption of this Constitution, shall
be as valid against the United States, under this Constitution, as under the Confederation."
He affirmed that it was
meant there should be no change with respect To claims by
this political alteration; and that the public would stand,
with respect to their creditors, as before. He thought that
the validity of claims ought not to diminish by the adoption
of the Constitution.
But, however, it could not increase the
demands on the public.
Mr. GEORGE MASON declared he had been informed
that some states had speculated most enormously in this
matter. Many individuals had speculated so as to make
great fortunes on the ruin of their fellow-citizens.
The
clause which has been read, as a sufficient security, seemed
to him to be satisfactory as far as it went; that is, that the
Continental money ought to stand on the same ground as it
did previously, or that the claim should not be impaired.
Under the Confederatkm, there were means of settling tile
old paper money, either in Congress or iu the state legislatures. The money had at last depreciated to a thousand for
one. The intention of state speculation, as well as individual speculation, was to get as much as possible of that money,
in order to recover its nominal value. The means, says he,
of settlin_ this money, were in the hands of the old Congress. They could discharge it at its depreciated value. Is
there that means here ? No, sir, we must pay it shilli,g for
shilling, or at least at the rate of one for tbrty. The amount
will surpass the value of the property of the United States.
Neither the state legislatures nor Congress can make an ez
shtfacto law.
The nominal value must therefore be paid.
ere is the power in the new government to settle this
money so as to prevent the country from being ruined ?
When they prohibit the making ex post facto laws, they will
have no authority to prevent our being ruined by paying that
money at its nominal value.
Without some security against it, we shall be compelled to
pay it to the last particle of our property.
Shall we ruin
our people by taxation, from generation to generation, to pay
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that money ? Should any ex post facto law be made to relieve us from such payments, it would not be regarded, because ez post facto laws are interdicted in the Constitution.
We may be taxed for centuries, to give advantage to a few particular states in the Union, and a number of rapax:ious speculators. If there be any real security against this misfortune,
let gentlemen show it. I can see none. The clause under
consideration does away the pretended security in the clause
which was adduced by the honorable gentleman.
This
enormous mass of worthless money, which has been offered
at a thousand for one, must be paid in actual gold and silver
at the nominal value.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, it appears to me immaterial who holds those great quantities of paper money
which were in circulation before the peace, or at what
value they acquired it; for it will not be affected by this
Constitution.
What would satisfy gentlemen more than
that the new Constitution would place us in the same situation with the old?
In this respect, it has done so. The
claims against the United States are declared to be as valid
as they were, but not more so. Would they have a particular
specification of these matters ? Where can there be any
danger ? Is there any reason to believe that the new rulers,
one branch of which will be drawn from the mass of the
people, will neglect or violate our interests more than the
old ? It rests on the obligation of public faith only, in the
Articles of Confederation.
It will be so in this Constitution,
should it be adopted.
If the new rulers should wish to
enhance its value, in order to gratify its holders, how can
they compel the states to pay it if the letter of the Constitution be observed ? Do gentlemen wish the public clv.ditors
should be put in a worse situation ? Would the people at
large wish to satisfy creditors in such a manner as to ruita
them.._ There cannot, be a majority of the pet)}!_leof America
that would wish to defraud their public creditors.
I consider this as well guarded as possible.
It rests on plain and
honest principles.
I cannot conceive how it could be more
honorable or safe.
[Mr. Madison made some other observations, which could not be heard.]
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, I am eonvitwed, and I
see clearly, that this paper money must be discharged, shil.qng for shilling.
The honorable gentleman must s_ better
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than I can, from his particular situation and juugment ; bul
this has certainly escaped his attention.
The question arising on t|,e clause before you is, whether an act of the legislature of this state, for scaling money, will be of sufficient
validity to exonerate you from paying the nominal value,
when such a law, called ez post facto, and impairing the obligation of contracts, is expressly inlerdicted by it. Your
hands are tied up by this clause, and you must pay shilling
for shilling; and, in the last section, there is a clause that
prohibits the general legislature from passing any ex post
facto law ; so that the hands of Congress are tied up, as well
as the hands of the state legislatures.
How will this thing operate, when ten or twenty millior, s
are demanded as the quota of this state ? You will cry out
that speculators have got it at one for a thousand, and that
they ought to be paid so. Will you then have recourse, for
relief, to legislative interference ? They cannot relieve you,
because of that clause.
The expression includes public contracts, as well as private contracts between individuals.
Notwithstanding
the sagacity of the gentleman, he cannot
prove its exclusive relation to private contracts.
Here is an
enormous demand, which your children, to the tenth generalion, will not be able to pay. Should we ask if there be any
obligation in justice to pay more than the depreciated value,
we shall be told that cow,tracts must not be impaired.
Jus
tice may make a demand of millions, but the people cannot
pay them.
I remember the clamors and public uneasiness concerning
the payments of British debts put into the treasury.
Was
not the alarm great and general lest these payments should
be laid on the people at large ? Did not the legislature interfere, and pass a law to p.revent it ? Was it not reechoed
ever)' where, that the people of this country ought not Io
pay the debts of their great ones ? And though some urged
their patriotism and merits in putting money, on the faith of
the public, into the treasury, yet the outcry was so great that
it required legislative interference.
Should those enormous
demands be made upon us, would not legislative interference
be more necessary than it was in that case ? Let us not
run the risk of being charged with carelessness, and neglect
of the interests of our constituents and posterity.
I womd
ask the number of millions.
It is, without exaggeration,
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immense.
I ask gentlemen if they can lay one hundred
millions, or two hundred millious?
Where have they the
means of paying it ? Still they would make us proceed to
tie the hands of the states and of Congress.
A gentleman has said, with great tbrce, that there is a
contest tor empire.
There is also a contest tbr money.
The
states of the north wish to secure a superiority of interest
and influence.
In olie part their deliberation
is m_rked
with wisdom, and in the other with the most liberal generosity.
When we have paid all the gold and silver we could
to replenish the congressional coffers, here they ask tbr confidence.
Their hands will be tied up. They cannot merit
confidence.
Here is a transfer fi'om the old to the new
government, without the means of relieving the greatest distresses which can befall the people.
This mokley might be
scaled, sir; but the exclusiou of ex post facto laws, and laws
impairing the obligation of contracts, steps in and prevents
it. These were admitted by the old Confederation.
There
is a contest for money as well as empire, as I have said before. The Eastern States have speculated chiefly in this
money.
As there can be no congressional scale, their speculations will be extremely profitable.
Not satisfied with a
majority in the legislative councils, they must have all our
property.
I wish the southern genius of America had been
more Wdtchful.
This state may be sued in the federal court for those enormous demands, and .judgment may be obtained, unless ex
post facto laws be passed.
To benefit whom are we to run
this risk ? 1 have heard there were vast quantities of that
money packed up in barrels : those formidable millions are
de.posited in the Northern States, and whether in public or
private hands makes no odds. They have acquired it for the
most inconsiderable trifle.
If you accord to this part, you are
bound hand and foot. Judgment must be rendered against
.you for the whole.
Throw all pride out of the question, this
is a most nefarious business.
Your property will be taken
from you to satisfy this most infamous speculation.
It will destroy your public peace, and establish the ruin of your citizens
Only general resistance will remedy.
You will shut the
door against every ray of hope, if you allow the holders of
this money, by this clause, to recover their formidable demands. 1 hope gentlemen will see the absolute necessity
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of amending it, by enabling the state legislatures to relieve
their people from such ne/hrious oppressions.
Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, I beg
gentlemen to consider most attentively the clause under
consideration, and the objections against it. He says there
exists the most dangerous prospect.
Has the legislature of
Virginia auy right to make a law or regulation to interfere
with the Continental debts ? Have they a right to make
ex post facto laws, and laws impairing the obligation of contracts, tbr that purpose ? No, sir. If his fears proceed from
this clause, they are without foundation.
This clause does
not hinder them from doing it, because the state never could
do it; the jurisdiction of such general objects being exclusively vested in Congress.
But, says he, this clause will hinder the general government from preventing the nominal value of those millions
from being paid. On what footing does this business stand,
if the Constitution be adopted ? By it all contracts will be as
valid, and only as valid, as under the old Confederation.
The new government will give the holders the same power
of recover)" as the old one.
There is no law under the
existi.ug system which gives power to any tribunal to enforce
the payment of such claims.
On the will of Congress alone
the payment depends.
The Constitution expressly says
that they shall be only as binding as under the present Confederation.
Cannot they decide according to real equity?
Those who have this money must make application to
Congress for payment.
Some positive regulation must be
made to redeem it. It cannot be said that they have power
of passing a law to enhance its value. They cannot make
a law that that money shall no longer be but one for one;
fi)r, though they have power to pay the debts of the United
States, they can only pay the real debts; and this is no
further a de_ than it was before. Application must, therefore, be made by the holders of that money to Congress,
who will make the most proper regulation to discharge its
real and equitable, and not its nominal, value..
We are told of the act passed to exonerate the public from
the payments of the British debts put into the treasury.
That has no analogy to this : those payments were opposed
because they were unjust.
But he supposes that Congress
may be sued by those speculators.
Where is the clause that
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gives that power ? It gives no such power. This, according
to my idea, is inconsistent.
Can the supreme legislature
be sued in their own subordinate courts, by their own
citizens, in cases where they are not a party ? They ma,,
be plaintiffs, but not defendants.
But the individual states.
perhaps, may be sued.
Pennsylvania
or Virginia may be
sued.
How is this ? Do I owe the man in New Englano
any thing?
Does Virginia owe any thing to the Pennsylvanian holder of such money?
Who promised to pay it?
Congress, sir. Congress are answerable to the individual
holders of this money, and individuals are answerable over
to Congress.
Therefore, no individual cart call on any state.
But the Northern States struggle for money as well ;is
for empire.
Congress cannot make such a regulation as
they please at present.
If the Northern States wish to injure us, why do they not do it now ? What greater d_tn
gets are there to be dreaded fi'om the new government, since
there is no alteration ? If they have a majority in the one
case, they have in the other.
The interests of those states
would be as dangerous tbr us under the old as under the
new government, which leaves this business where it stands,
because the conclusion says that all debts contracted, or
engagements entered into, shall be only as valid in the cue
ease as the other.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, this clause, in spite
of the invective of the gentleman, is a great favorite of mine,
because it is essential to justice.
I shall reserve my answer
respecting the safety of the people till the objection be
urged; but I must make a few observations.
He says this
clause will be injurious, and that no scale can be made, because there is a prohibition on Congress of passing ezpost
facto laws.
If the gentleman did not make such strong ob:}ections to logical reasoning, I could prove, by such reasonrag, that there is no danger.
Ez post facto laws, if taken
technically, relate solely to criminal cases ; and my honorable
colleague tells you it was so interpreted
in Convention.
What greater security can we have against arbitrary proceedings in criminal jurisprudence
than this?
In addition
to the interpretation
of the Convention, let me show him
still greater authority.
The same etau_e provides that no
bill of attainder shall be passed.
It shows that the attention
of the Convention was drawn to criminal matters alo=ve.
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Shall it be complained, against this government, that it prohibits the passing of a law annexing a punishment to an act
which was lawlhl at the time of committing it ? With regard to retrospective laws, there is no restraint.
Let us examine the cause of the clamors which are made
with regard to the Continental money. A fTiend has mentioned a clause which shows there is no danger from the
new Congress. Does it not manifestly appear that the)' are
precisely in the same predicament as under the old Confederation? And do gentlemen wish that this should be put in
a worse condition? If they have equity under the old Confederation, they have equity still. There is no tribunal to
recur to by the old government. There is none in the new
for that purpose. If the old Congress can scale that money,
they have this power still. But he says not, because tile
states cannot impair the obligation of contracts. What is to
be done by the states with regard to it ? Congress, and not
they, have contracted to payit. It is not affected by this clause
at all. I am still a warm friend to the prohibition, because
it must be promotive of virtue and justice, and preventive of
injustice and fraud. If we take a review of the calamities
which have befallen our reputation as a people, we shall find
they have been produced by frequent interferences of the
state legislatures with private contracts. If you inspect the
great corner-stone of republicanism, you will find it to be
justice and honor.
I come now to what will be agitated by the judiciary.
They are to enfi_rce the performance of private contracts.
The British debts, which are withheld contrary to treaty,
ought to be paid. Not only the h,w of nations, but justice
and honor, require that they be punctually discharged. I
fear their payment may press on my country; but we must
retrench our superfluities, and profuse and idle extravagance,,
and become more economical and industrious. Let me not
be suspected of being interested in this respect ; for, without
a sad reverse of my fortune, I shall never be in a situation
to be benefited by it. I am confident the honest Convention of Virginia will not oppose it. Can any society exist
without a firm adherence to justice and virtue? The tederal judiciary cannot intermeddle with those public claims
without violating the letter of the Constitution. Why, then,
such opposition to the clause ? His excellency then ton-
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eluded that he would, if necessary, display his feelings more
fully oil the subject another time.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman,
the debt is
transferred to Congress, but not the means of paying it.
They cannot pay it any other way than according to the
nominal wdue ; for they are prohibited from making ex post
facto laws ; and it would be ex _postfacto, to all intents and
purpo_s, to pay off creditors with less than the nominal
sum _vhich they were originally promised.
But the honorable gentleman has called to his aid technical definitions.
He
says, that ex post facto laws relate solely to criminal matters.
I beg leave to differ fi'om him. Whatever it may be at the
b lr, or in a professional line, I conceive that, according to
the common acceptation of the words, ex post facto laws and
retrospective laws are synonymous terms.
Are we to trust
business of this sort to technical definition ? The contrary
is the plain mea,ling of the words.
Congress has no power
to scale this money.
The states are equally precluded.
'Fhe debt is transferred without the means of discharging it.
Implication will not do. The means of paying it are expressly withheld.
When this matter comes betbre the feder,d judiciary, they must determine according to this Constituliou.
It says, expressly, that they shall not make cxp. ost
f_tcto laws.
Whatever may be the professional meaning,
yet the general meaniug of ex post facto law is an act having
a retrospective operation.
This construction is agreeable to
its primary etymology.
Will it not he the duty of the federal court to say that such laws are prohibited ? This goes
to the destruction and annihilation of all the citizens of the
United States, to enrich a few.
Are we to part with every
shilling of our property, and be reduced to the lowest insignificaney, to aggrandize a few speculators?
Let me mention a remarkable effect this Constitution will have. How
stood our taxes before this Constitution was introduced ?
Requisitions were made on the state legislatures, and, if
they were uniust, they could be refused.
If we were called
upon to pay twenty millions, shilling for shilling, or at the
rate of one for forty, our legislature could remse it, and
remonstrate against the iniustice of the demand.
But now
this could not be done; tbr direct taxation is brought home
to us. The federal officer collects immediately of the planters. When it withholds the only possible means of dis-
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charging those debts, and by direct taxation prevents any
opposition to the most enormous and unjust demand, where
are you?
Is there a ray of hope?
As the law has never
been my profession, if I err, I hope to be excused.
I spoke
from the general sense of the words. The worthy gentleman has told you that the United States can be plaintiffs, but
never defendants.
If so, it, stands on very unjust grounds.
The United States cannot be come at for any thing they may
owe, but may get what is due to them.
There is therefore
no reciprocity.
The thing is so incomprehensible that it
cannot be explained.
As an express power is given to the
t_deral court to take cognizance of such controversies, and
to declare null all ex post facto laws, I think gentlemen must
see there is danger, and that it ought to be guarded against.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I did expect, from the
earnestness he has expressed, that he would cast some light
upon it; but the ingenuity of the honorable member could
make nothing of this ol!jeetion. He argues from a suppositiGn that the state legislatures, individually, might have
passed laws to affect the value of the Continental debt.
I
believe he did not well consider this, before he hazarded his
observations,
He says that the United States, being restrained in this case, will be obliged to pay at an unjust rate.
It has been so clearly explained by the honorable gentleman
over the way that there could be no danger, that it is unnecessary to say more on the subject.
The validity of these
claims will neither be increased nor diminished by this
change.
There must be a law made by Congress respecting their redemption.
The states cannot interfere.
Congress will make such a regulation as will be.just.
There is,
in my opinion, but one way of"scaling improperly and uujustly; and that is, by acceding to the favorite mode of the
honorable gentleman m by requisitions.
Is it to be presumed
any change can be made in the system inconsistent with
reason or equity ? Strike the clause out of the Constitution
what will it be then ? The debt will be as valid only as
it wits before the adoption.
Gentlemen will not say that
obligations are varied. This is merely a declaratory clause,
that things are to exist in the same manner as before.
But I fear the very extensive assertions of the gentleman
may have misled the committee.
The whole of that Continental money amounted to but little more than one hundred
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millions. A considerable quantity of it has been destroyed.
At the time when no share of it had been destroyed, the
quota of this state did not amount to more than twenty-six
millions. At forty for one, this is but five hundred thousand
dollars at most.
In every point of view it appears to n,c
that it cannot be on a more reasonable, equitable, or honorable footing than it is. Do gentlemen suppose that they will
agree to ally system or alteration that will place them in a
worse situation than before? Let us suppose this commonwealth was possessed of the same money that the Northern
States have ; and suppose an objection was made by them to
its redemptioe at its real value--what
would be the conse
quence ? We should pronounce them to be unreasonable,
and on good grounds. This case is so extremely plain, that
it was unnecessary to say as much as has been said.
Mr. MASON was still convinced of the rectitude of his
former opinion.
He thought it might be put on a safer footing by three words. By continuing the restriction of ex
post facto laws to crimes, it would then stand under the new
government as it did under the old.
Gov. RANDOLPH
could not coincide with the construetion put by the honorable gentleman on ex post facto laws.
The technical mcanin_ which confined such laws solely to
criminal cases was fo_owed in the interpretation of treaties
between nations, and was concurred in by all civilians.
The
prohibition of bills of attainder he thought a sufficient proof
that ex post facto laws related to criminal cases only, and that
such was the idea of the Convention.
['The next clauseof the 10thsectionwasread.]
Mr. GEORGE MASON.
Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen
attend to this clause, they will see we cannot make any inspection law but what is subject to the control and revision
of Congress.
Hence gentlemen who know nothing of the
business will make rules concerning it which may be detrimental to our interests.
For forty years we have laid duties
un tobacco, to defray the expenses of the inspection, and to
raise an incidental revenue for the state. Under this clause,
that incidental revenue which is calculated to pay for the
!nspeetion, and to defray contingent charges, is to be put
into the federal treasury'.
But if any tobaceo-honse is burnt,
we cannot make up the loss. I conceive this to be unjust
and unreasonable.
When any profit arises from it, it goes
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into the lederal treasury.
But when there is any loss or deficiency from damage, it cannot be made up. Congress are
tn make regulations for our tobacco.
Are men, in the states
where no tobacco is made, proper judges of this business ?
They may perhaps judge as well, but surely no better than our
own immediate legislature, who are accustomed and familiar
with this business.
This ia one .of the most wanton powers of
the general government.
I would concede any power that
was essentially necessary for the interests of the Union; but
this, instead of bei,_g necessary, will be extremely oppressive.
Mr. GEORGE NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, I consider
this clause as a good regulation.
It will be agreed to that
the.), will impose duties in the most impartial manner, and
not throw the burdens on a part of the community.
Every
man who is acquainted with our laws must know that the
duties on tobacco were as higb as sixteen shillings a hogshead. The consequence was, that the tobacco-makers have
paid upwards of twenty thousand pounds, annually, more
than the other citizens ; because the) paid every other kind
of tax, as well as the rest of the community.
We have
every reason to beJieve that this clause will prevent iniustice
and partiality.
Tobacco-makers
will be benefited by it.
But the gentleman says that our tobacco regulations will be
subject to the control of Congress, who will be unacquainted
with the subject,
The clause says that all such laws shall
be subject to the revision and control of Congress.
What
laws are meant by this ? It means laws imposing duties on
the exports of tobacco.
But it does not follow that laws
made for the regulation of the inspection shall be subject to the
revision of Congress.
He may say that the laws tbr imposing duties on the exports of tobacco, and laws regulating the
inspection, must be blended in the same acts.
Give me leave
to say that they need not be so; for the duties ou exports
might be in one law, and the regulation of the inspection in
another.
The states may easily make them separately.
But, he says, we shaU lose the profit.
We shall, then, find
equity in our legislature which we have not found heretofore ;
for, as they will lay it not for their own exclusive advantages,
but partly for lhe benefit of others, they will not be interested
in laying it partially.
As to the effect of warehouses being
burnt, I differ from him. A tax may be laid to make up
this loss. Though the amount of the duties go into the fed ,
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eral treasury, yet a tax may be laid for that purpose,
ls it
not necessary and just, if the inspection law obliges :he
planter to carry his tobacco to a certain place, that he should
receive a compensation for the loss, if it be destroyed ? The
legislature must defray the expenses and contingent charges
by laying a tax for that purpose ; for such a tax is not prohibited. The net amounts only go into the federal treasury
after paying the expenses.
Gentlemen
must be pleased
with this part, especially those who are tobacco-makers.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON replied, that the state legisla
tures could make no law but what w_mld come within the
general control given to Congress; and that the regulation
of the inspection, and the imposition of duties, must be inseparably blended together.
571r.MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, let u* take a view of
the relative situation of the states.
Some states export the
produce of other states.
Virginia exports the [_roduce of
North Carolina; Pennsylvania,
that of New Jersey and
Delaware;
and Rhode Island, that of Connecticut
and
Massachusetts.
The exporting states wished to retain the
power of laying duties on exports, to enable them to pay
the expenses incurred.
The states whose produce is exported by other states were extremely jealous, lest a contribution should be raised of them by the exporting states,
by laying heavy duties on their commodities.
If this clause
be fully considered, it will be found to be more consistent
with .justice and equity than any other practicable mode;
for, if the states had the exclusive imposition of duties on exports, they might raise a heavy contribution from other states,
for their own exclusive emolument.
The honorable member who spoke in defence of the clause has fairly represented
it. As to the reimbursement of the loss that may be sustained by individuals, a tax may be laid on tobacco, when
brought to the warehouses, for that purpose.
The sum
arising therefrom may be appropriated to it consistently with
the clause; for it only says that "the net produce of all
duties and imposts, laid by any state on imports or exports,
shall be for the use of the treasury of the United States,"
which necessarily implies that all contingent charges shall
have been previously paid.
[The 1st section of the 2d articlewas then read.]
Mr. GEORGE MASON.
Mr. Chairman, there is not a
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morf, mportant article in the Constitution than this.
The
great fundamental principle of responsibility in republicanism
is here sapped.
The President is elected without rotation.
It may be said that a new election may remove him, and
plac.e another in his stead.
If we judge from the experience of all other countries, and even our own, we may
conclude that, as the President of the United States may
be re61ected, so he will. How is it in every government
where rotation is not required ? Is there a single instance
of a great man not being re61ected?
Our governor i_
obliged to return, after a given period, to a private station.
It is so in most of the states. This President wid be elected
time after time : he will be continued in office for life. If
we wish to change him, the great powers in Europe will not
allow us.
The honorable gentleman, my colleague in the late federal
Convention, mentions, with applause, those parts of which
he had expressed his disapprobation, he says not a word.
li" I am mistaken, let me be put right.
I shall not make
use of his name ; but, in the course of this investigation, l
shall use the arguments of that gentleman against it.
Will not the great powers of Europe, as France and Great
Britain, be interested in having a friend in the President of
the United States ? and will they not be more interested in
his election than in that of the king of Poland ? The people
of Poland have a right to displace their king.
But do they
ever do it ? No.
Prussia and Russia, and other European
powers, would not suffer it. This clause will open a door to
the dangers and misfortunes which the people of Poland un
dergo.
The powers of Europe will interpose, and we shall
have a civil war in the bowels of our country, and be subjet t to all the horrors and calamities of an elective monarchy.
This very executive officer may, hy consent of Congress, re
ceive a stated pension fi'om European potentates.
This is
not an idea altogether new in America.
It is not many )'ears
ago_since
the revolution _that
a fi)reign power offered
emoluments to persons holding offices under our government.
It will, moreover, be. difficult to know whether he receives
emoluments from foreign powers or not. The electors, who
are to meet in each state to vote for him, may be easily influenced.
To prevent the certain evils of attempting to
elect a new President, it will be necessary to conthme tho
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old one. The only way to alter this would be to render him
ineligible after a cel_ain number of years, and then no foreigt_
nation would interfere to keep in a man who was utterly
ineligible. Nothing is so essential to the preservation of a
republican government as a periodical rotation. Nothing so
strongly impels a man to regard the interest of his constituents as the certainty el" returning to the general mass
of the people, fi'om whence he was taken, where he must
participate their burdens. It is a great defect in the Senate
that they are not ineligible at the end of six years.
The
biennial exclusion of one third of them will have no effect,
as they can be re_lected.
Some stated time ought to be
fixed when the President ought to be reduced to a private
station. I should be contented that he might be elected tbr
eight years ; but I would wish him to be capable of holding
the office only eight years out of twelve or sixteen years.
But, as it now stands, he may continue in office tbr life ; or,
in other words, it will be an elective monarchy.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman last up says that I do not mention the parts to which
I object. I have hitherto mentioned my objections with
freedom and candor. But, sir, I considered that our critical
situation i'endered adoption necessary, were it even more
defective than it is. I observed that if opinions ought to
lead the committee on one side, they ought on the other.
Every gentleman who has turned his thoughts to the subject
of politics, and has considered the most eligible mode of' republican government, agrees that the greatest difficulty arises
from the executive m as to tile time of his election, mode of
his,election,, quantum, of.power, &e. I will acknowledge that,
at o.e stage of this business, I had embraced the idea of the
honorable gentleman, that the re/_ligibility of the President
was improper.
But I will acknowledge that, on a further
consideration of the subject, and attention to the lights which
were thrown upon it by others, I altered my opinion of the
limitation of his eligibility.
When we consider the advantages arising to us from it, we cannot object to it. That
which has produced my opinion against the limitation of his
eligibility is this _ that it renders him more independent in
his place, and more solicitous of promotin_ the interest of his
constituents;
for, unless you put it in his power to be reelected, instead of being attentive to their interests, he will
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lean t6 t,le Jugmentation of his private emoluments. This
sabj_'ct will admit of high coloring and plausible arguments;
but, ,m considering it attentively and coolly, I belie.re it wiJt
be found less exceptionable than any other mode. The
mode of election here excludes that faction which is productive of those hostilities and confufion in Poland. It renders
it unnecessary and impossible for foreign force or aid to interpose. The electors must be elected by the people at
large. To procure his re61ectio_, his influence must be coextensive with the continent. And there can be no combination between the electors, as they elect him on the same
day in every state. When this is the case, how can foreign
influeuce or intrigue enter ? There is no reason to conclude,
from the experience of these states, that he will be continually rei_lected. There have been several instan_'es where
officers have been displaced, where they were rei_ligible.
This has been the case with the executive of Massachusetts,
and I believe of New Hampshire. It happens, from the mutation of sentiments, though the officers be good.
There is another provision agai,st the danger, mentioned
by the honorable member, of the President receiving emoluments from foreign powers. If discovered, he may be impeached. If he be not impeached, he may be displaced at
the end of the four years. By the 9th section of the 1st
article, "no person, holding an office of profit or trust, shall
accept of any present or emolument whatever, from any foreign power, w_thout the consent of the representatives of the
people ; " and by the 1st section of the e2darticle, his compensation is neither to be i,lcreased nor diminished during the
time for which he shall have been elected; and he shall not,
during that period, receive any emolument from the United
States or any of them. I consider, therefore, that he is restrained from receiving any present or emolument whatever.
It is impossible to guard better against corruption. The
honorable member seems to think that he may hold his office
without being rei_lected. He cannot hold it over four years,
unless he be rei_lected, any more than if he were prohibited.
As to forwarding and transmitting the certificates of the
electors, 1 think the regulation asgood as could be provided.
Mr. GEORGE MASON.
Mr. Chairman, the Vic_President appears to me to be not only an unnecessary but
dangerous officer. He is, contrary to the usual course of
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parliamentary proceedings, to be president of the Senate.
he state from which he comes may have two votes, whet
the others will have but one. Besides, the legislative auo
executive are hereby mixed and incorporated together.
]
cannot, at this distance of time, foresee the consequences,
but I think that, in the course of human affairs, he will be
made a tool of in order to bring about his own interest, and
aid in overturning the liberties of his country.
There is another part which I disapprove of, but which perhaps I do not
understand.
"In case of removal of the President from
office, or of his death, resignation, or inability to discharge
the powers and duties of the said office, the same shall de
volve on the Vice-President ; and the Congress may by law
provide for the case of removal, death, resignation, or inability, both of the President and Vice-President,
declaring
what officer shall then act as President, and suc_'hofficer shall
act accordingly, until the disability be removed, or a President shall be elected."
The power of Congress is right and
proper so far as it enables them to provide what offic:er shall
act, in case both the President and Vice-President
be dead
or disabled.
But gentlemen ought to take notice that the
election of this officer is only for four years.
There is no
provision for a speedy election of another President, when
the former is dead or removed.
The influence of the VicePresident may prevent the election of the President.
But
perhaps I may he mistaken.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I think there are some
.peculiar advantages incident to this office, which recommend
It to us. There is, in the first place, a great probability this
officer will be taken from one of the largest states ; and, if
so, the circumstance of his having an eventual vote will be
so far favorable.
The consideration
which recommends it
to me is, that he will be the choice of the people at large.
There are to be ninety-one electors, each of whom has two
votes: if he have one fourth of the whole number of votes.
he is elected Vice-President.
There is much more propriety in giving this office to a person chosen by the people at
large, than to one of the Senate, who is only the choice oI
the legislature of one state.
His eventual vote is an advantage too obvious to comment upon. I differ from the honorable member in the ease which enables Congress to make
a temporary appointment.
When the President and Vief,
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President die, the election of another President will immediately take place; and suppose it would not,--all
that
Congress could do would be to make an appointment between the expiration of the four years and the last election,
and to continue only to such expiration.
This call rarely
happen.
This power continues the government iu motion,
and is well guarded.
WEDNESDAY,

June 18, 1788.

[The 1st section of article 2 still under consideration.]

Mr. MONROE,
after a brief exordium, iu which he insisted that, on the judicious organization of the executive
power, the security of our interest and happiness greatly depended ; that, in the construction of this part of the government, we should he cautious in avoiding the defects of other
governments;
and that our circumspection should be commensurate to the extent of the powers delegated,-- proceeded
as tollows:
The President ought to act under the strongest
impulses of rewards and punishments, which are the strong_st incentives to human actions.
There are two ways of
securir, g this point.
He ought to depend on the people of
America for his appointment and continuance in office ; he
ought also to be respollsible, in an equal degree, to all the
states, and to be tried by dispassionate judges; his responsibility ought fm'ther to be direct and immediate.
Let us
consider, in the first place, then, how far he is dependent on
the people of America.
He is to be elected by _lectors, in
a manner perfectly dissatisfactory to my mind.
I believe
that he will owe his election, in fact, to the state governments, and not to the people at large,
h is to be observed
that Congress have it in their power to appoint the time of
choosing the electors, and of electing the President.
Is it
not presumable they will appoint the times of choosing the
electors, and electin_ the President, at a considerable distance from each other, so as to give an opportunity 1o the
electors to form a combination ? If they know that such a
man as they wish--for instance, the actual President--cannot possibly be elected by a majority of the whole number
.f electors appointed, yet if they can prevent the election.
l_y such majority, of any one they disapprove of, and it"they
_an procure such a uumher of votes as will be sufficient to
make their favorite one of the five highest on the list,
they m_y uhim:_tely carry the election into the general Con-
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gress, where the votes, in choosing him, shall be taken by
states, each state having one vote. Let us see how far this
is compatible with the security of republicanism.
Althonffto
this state is to have ten, and Massachusetts eight represen,atives, and Delaware and Rhode Island are to have but on-.
each, yet the vote is to beby states only. The consequence
will be that a majority of the states, and these consisting o!
the smallest, may elect him; this will give an advantage to
the small states. He will depend, therefore, on the states
fbr his re_lection and continuance in office, and not on th_
tP.eeople. Does it not bear the complexion of the late Conderation ? He will conduct himself in accommodation to
them, since by them he is chosen, and may be again.
If he
accommodates himself to the interest of particular states, will
they not be obliged, by state policy, to supporthim
afterwards ? Let me inquire into his responsibility if he does
not depend on the people. To Whom is he responsible ? To
the Senate, his own council.
If he makes a treaty, bartering the interests of his country, by whom is he to be
tried ? By the very persons who advised him to perpetrate
the act.
Is this any security ? I am persuaded that the
gentleman who will be the first elected may continue in the
office for life.
The situation of the United States, as it applies to the
Europea n states, demands attention.
We may hold the
balance among those states.
Their western territories are
contiguous tous.
What we may do, without any offensive
operations, may have considerable influence.
Will they not,
then, endeavor to influence his general councils?
May we
not suppose that they will endeavor to attach him to their
interest, and support him, in order to make him serve their
p.urposes ? If this be the ease, does not the mode of elecuon present a favorable opportunity to continue in office the
person that shall be President ? I am persuaded they may,
by their power and intrigues, influence his rei_leetion. Thei'e
being nothing to prevent his corruption but his virtue, which
is but precarious, we have not sufficient security.
If there
he a propriety in giving him a right of making leagues, he
ought not to be connected with the Sen_ite.
If the Senate
have a right to make leagues, there ought to be a majority
of 1he states.
The Vice-President
is an unnecessary officer, t Can see
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no reach for such an officer. The Senate might of their
own body elect a president who would have no dangerous
influence.
He is to succeed the President, in case of removal, disability, &c., and is to have the casting vote in the
_enate.
This gives all u_due advantage to the state he
comes from, and will render foreign powers desirous of securing his favor, to obtain which they will exert themselv_.s
in his behalf. I am persuaded that the advantage of his
information will not counterbalance the disadvantages attending his office.
The President might be elected by the people, depende,t
upon them, and responsible for maladministration.
As this
is not the case, I must disapprove of this clause in its present form.
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, one great objection
with me is this:
If we advert to this democratical, aristocratical, or executive branch, we shall find their powers are
perpetually varying and fluctuating throughout the whole.
Perhaps the democratic branch would be well constructed,
were it not for this defect.
The executive is still worse,
in this respect, than the democratic branch. He is to be
elected by a number of electors in the country;
but the
principle is changed when no person has a majority of the
whole number of electors appointed, or when more than one
have such a majority, and have an equal number of votes;
for then the lower house is to vote by states. It is thus
changing throughout the whole. It seems rather founded oH
accident than any principle of government I ever heard of
We know that there scarcely ever was an election of soch
an officer without the interposition of foreign powers. Two
causes prevail to make them intermeddle in such cases :one is, to preserve the balance of power; the other, to preserve their trade. These causes have produced interferences
of foreign powers in the election otthe king of Poland.
All the great powers of Europe have interfered in an election which took place not very long ago, and would not let
the people choose for themselves.
We know how much the
powers of Europe have interfered with Sweden.
Since the
death of Charles XII., that country has been a republican
government.
Some powers were willing it should be so;
some were willing her imbecility should continoe; others
wished the contrary;
and at length the court of France
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broughtabout a revolutioJ_,which converted it into an abso
tute government. Can An_rica be free from these interferences ? France, after lo_ng Holland, will wish to make
America entirely her own. Great Britain will wish to increase her influence by a still closer connection. It is the
interest of Spain, from the contiguity of her possessions in
the western hemisphere to the United States, to be in au
intimate connection with them, and influenc.e their deliberations, if possible. I think we have every thing to apprehend from such interferences. It is highly probable the
President will be continued in office for life. To gain his
favor, they will support him. Consider the means of importance he will have by creating officers. If he has a good
understanding with the Senate, they will join to prevent a
discovery of his misdeeds.
Whence comes this extreme confidence, that we disregard
the example of ancient and modern nations ? We find that
aristocracies never invested their officers with such immense
powers. Rome had not only an aristocratical, but also a
democratical branch; yet the consuls were in office only
two years. This quadrennial power cannot be .justified by
ancient history. There is hardly an instance where a republic trusted its executive so long with much power ; nor
is it warranted by modern republics. The delegation el
power is, in most of them, only for one year.
When you have a strong democratical and a strong aris_ocratical branch, you may have a strong executive. But
when those are weak, the balance will not be preserved, if
you give the executive extensive powers for so long a time.
As this government is organized, it would be dangerous to
trust the Presidentwith such powers. How will .Y°U punish him if he abuse his power ? Will you call him before
the Senate ? They are his counsellors and partners in crime.
Where are your checks ? We ought to be extremely cautious in this country. If ever the government be changed,
it will probably be. into a despotism. The first object in
England was to destroy the monarchy; but the aristocratic
branch restored him, and of course the government was organized on its ancient principles. But were a revolution to
happen here, there would be no means of restoring the govornment to its former organization. This is a caution to us
not to trust extensive powers. I have an extreme objection
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Io th, mode of his election.
I presume the seven Eastern
States will always elect him. As he is vested with the power of making treaties, and as there is a material distinction
between the carrying and productive states, the former will
be disposed to have him to themselves.
He.will accommodate
himself to their interests in forming treaties, and they will
continue him perpetu,'dly in office. Thus mutual interest
will lead them reciprocally to support one another.
It will
be a government of a faction, and this observation will apply to every part of it; for, having a majority, they may do
what they please.
I have made an estimate which shows
with what facility they will be able to re61ect him. The
number of electors is equal to the number of representatives
and senators; viz., ninety-one.
They are to vote for two
persons.
They give, therefore, one hundred and eight)' two
votes. Let there be forty-five votes for four different candidates, and two for the President.
He is one of the five
highest, if he have but two votes, which he may easily purchase.
In this case, by the 3d clause of the 1st section of
the 2d article, the election is to be by the representatives,
according to states.
Let New Hampshire be for him,--a
majority of its
3 representatives
is - - 2
Rhode Island,
- - 1 ....
1
Connecticut,
- 5 .....
3
New Jersey,
- - ,_
.....
3
Delaware,
- - 1
....
1
Georgia,
- - 3
.....
2
North Carolina,
- - 5
......
3
A majority of seven states is .....
15
Thus the majority of seven states is but 15, while the
minority amounts to 50.
The total number of voices (91 electors and 65
representatives)
is ..........
156
Voices in favor of the President are, 2 state electors and 1/i representatives, ........
17
139
So that the President may be re/_leeted by the voices of 17
against 139.
It may be said that this is an extravagant
case, and will
never happen.
In my opinion, it will often happen.
A
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person who is a favorite of Congress, if he gets but two votes
of electors, may, by the subsequent choice of 15 representatives, be elected President.
Surely the possibility of such
a case ought to be excluded.
I shall postpone mentioning m
what manner he ought to be elected, till we come to oflbr
amendments.
Mr. GEORGE MASON contended that this mode of
election was a mere deception, -- a mere ignisfatuus on the
American people,--and
thrown out to make them believe
they were to choose him ; whereas it would not be once out
of fifty times that he would be chosen by them in the first
instance, because a majority of the whole number of votes was
required.
If the localities of the states were considered, and
the probable diversity of the opinions of the people attended
to, he thought it would be found that so many persons would
be voted for, that there seldom or never could be a maiority
in favor of one, except one great name, who, he believed,
would be unanimously elected.
He then continued thus:
A majority of the whole number of electors is necessary,
to elect the President.
It is not the greatest number of
votes that is required, but a majority of the whole number ot
electors.
If there be more than one having such majority,
and an equal number, one of them is to be chosen by ballot
of the House of Representatives.
But if no one have a majority of the actual number of electors appointed, how is he
to be chosen ? From the five highest on the list, by ballot
of the lower house, and the votes to be taken by states,
l
conceive he ought to be chosen from the two highest oil the
list. This would be simple and easy; then, indeed, the
people would have some agency in the election.
But when
it is extended to the five highest, a person having a very
small number of votes may be elected.
This will almost
constantly happen.
The states may choose the man in
whom they have most confidence.
This, in my opinion, is
a very considerable defect. The people will, in reality, have
no hand in the election.
It has been wittily observed that the Constitution has
married the President and Senate mhas made them man and
wife. I believe the consequence that generally results from
marriage will happen here.
They will be continually sup_rting and aiding each other : they will always consider their
interest as united. We know the advantage the few have over
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the many.
They can with facility act in concert, and on a
unifbrm system: they may join, scheme, and plot, against
the people without any chance of detection.
The Senate
and President will form a combination that cannot be prevented by the representatives.
The executive and legislative powers, thus connected, will destroy all balances: this
would have been prevented by a constitutional council, to
aid the President in the discharge of his office, vesting the
Senate, at the same time, with the power of impeaching
them. Then we should have real responsibility.
In its pres
ent form, the guilty try- themselves.
The President is tried
by his counsellors.
He is not removed from office during his
trial. When he is arraigned for treason, he has the command of the army and navy, and may surround the Senate
with thirty thousand troops. It brings to my recollection
the remarkable trial of Milo at Rome.
We may expect to
see similar instances here. But I suppose that the cure for
all evils--the virtue and integrity of our representatives-will be thought a sufficient security.
On this great and important subject, I am one of those (and ever shall be) who
object to it.
Mr. MAD1SON.
Mr. Chairman, I will take the liberty
of making a few observations, which may place this in such a
light as may obviate objections.
It is observed that none of
the honorable members objecting to this have pointed out the
right mode of election.
It was found difficult in the Convention, and will be found so by any gentleman who will
take the liberty of delineating a mode of electing the
President that would exclude those inconveniences which
they apprehend,
l would not contend against some of the
principles laid down by some gentlemen, if the interests of
some states only were to be consulted.
But there is agreat
diversity of interests.
The choice of the people ought to be
attended to. I have found no better way of selecting the
man in whom they place the highest confidence, than that
delineated in the plan of the Convention ; nor has the gentleman told us. Perhaps it will be found impracticable to
elect him by the immediate suffrages of the people.
Difficulties would arise from the extent and population of the
states.
Instead of this, the people choose the electors,
This ca jr be done with ease and convenience, and will
render the choice more judicious.
As to the eventual voting
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by states, it has my approbation.
The lesser states, and some
large states, will be generally pleased by that mode
The
deputies from the small states argued (and there is some force
in their reasoning) that, when the people voted, the large
states evidently had the advantage over the rest, and, without
varying the mode, the interest of the little states might be
neglected or sacrificed.
Here is a compromise ; for in the
eventual election, the small states will have the advantage.
In so extensive a country, it is probable that many persons
will be voted for, and the lowest of the five highest on the
list may not be so inconsiderable as he supposes.
With respect to the possibility that a small number of votes may decide
his election, I do not know how, nor do I think that a bare
calculation of possibility ought to govern us. One honorable
gentleman has said that the Eastern States may, in the
eventual election, choose him. But, in the extravagant calculation he has made, he has been obliged to associate North
Carolina and Georgia with the five smallest Northern States.
There can be no union of interest or sentiments between
states so differently situated.
The honorable member last up has committed a mistake
in saying there must be a majority of the whole number
of electors appointed.
A majority of votes_ equal to a ma.inrity of the electors appointed, will be sufficient. Forty-six
is a majority of ninety-one, and will suffice to elect the
President.
Mr. MASON arose, and insisted that the person having
the greatest number of votes would not be elected, unless
such majority was one of the whole number of electors appointed; that it would rarely happen that any one would
have such a majority, and, as he was then to be chosen from
the five highest on the list, his election was entirely taken
from the people.
Mr. MADISON expressed astonishment at the construetion of the honorable member, and insisted that nothing
was necessary but a number of votes equal to a majority of
the electors, which was tbrty-six; for the clause expressly
said that "the person having the greatest number of votes
shall be President, if such number be a majority of the
whole number of electors appointed."
Each had two votes,
because one vote was intended for the Vice-President.
I am
surprised, eonfin led Mr. Madison, that the honorable mem

_..q6

DEBATES.

[MASON.

I_r has not pointed out a more proper mode, since he objects to this.
But the honorable gentleman tells us that the President
and Senate will be ill alliance against the representatives,
and that, from the advantage of the few over the many,
they may seduce or overrule the representatives. But if this
be the case, how can he contend for the augmentation of
the number of the latter.; for the more you increase their
number, the more danger in the disproportion. The diversity of circumstances, situation, and extent, of the different
states, will render previous combination, with respect to the
election of the President, impossible.
rThe 1st clauseof the_d sectionwasread.]
Mr. GEORGE MASON, animadverting on the magnitude of the powers of the President, was alarmed at the
additional power of eomnlanding the army in person. He
admitted the propriety of his being commander-in-chief, so
far as to give orders and have a general superintendency,
but he thought it would _ dangerous to let him command
in person, without any restraint, as he might make a bad
use of it. He was, then, clearly of opinion that the consent
of a majority of both houses of Congress should be required
before he could take the eomm_nd in person. If at any
time it should be necessary that he should take the personal
command, either on account of his superior abilities or other
cause, then Congress would agree to it; and all dangers
would be obviated by requiring their consent. He called to
gentlemen's recollection the extent of what the late commander-in-chief might have done, from his great abilities,
and the strong attachment of both officers and soldiers
towards him, if, instead of being disinterested, he had been
an ambitious man. So disinterested and amiable a character as General Washington might never command again.
The possibility of danger ought to be guarded against.
Although he did not disapprove of the President's eonsulta.
t_on with the principal executive officers, yet he o!!jected to
the want of an executive council, which he conceived to be
l_ecessary to any regular free government. There being
none such, he apprehended a council would arise out of the
Senate, which, for want of real responsibility, he thought
dangerous. You will please, says he, to recollect that removal from office, and future disqualification to hold any
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office, are the only consequences of conviction on impeach
meat. Now, I conceive that the President ought not TG
have the power of pardoning, because he may frequently
pardon crimes which were advised by himself.
It may happen, at some future day, that he will establish a monarchy,
and destroy the republic.
If he has the power of granting
pardons befi_re indictment, or conviction, may he not stop
inquiry and prevent detection ? The case of treason ought,
at least, to be excepted.
This is a weighty objection with
me.

Mr. LEE reminded his honorable friend that it did not
follow, of necessity, that the President should command in
person ; that he was to command as a civil officer, and might
only take the command when he was a man of military
talents, and the public safety required it. He thought the
power of pardoning, as delineated in the Constitution, could
be nowhere so well placed as in the President.
It was so
in the government of New York, and had been found sat_
and convenient.
Mr. MASON replied, that he did not mean that the
President was of necessity to command, but he might if he
pleased ; and if he w_ an ambitious man, he might make a
dangerous use of it.
Mr. GEORGE NICHOLAS
hoped the committee would
not advert to this; that the army and navy were to be
raised by Congress, and not by the President.
It was on the.
same footing with our state government;
for the governor,
with the council_ was to imbody the militia, but, when
actually imbodied, they were under the sole command of the
governor.
The instance adduced was not similar.
General
Washington was not a President.
As to possible danger,
any commander might attempt to pervert what was intended
tbr the common defence of the community to its destruction.
The President, at the end of four years, was to relinquish
all his offices. But if any other person was to have the
command, the time would not be limited.
Mr. MASON answered, that it did not resemble the state
Constitution, because the governor did not possess such ex.
tensive powers as the President, and had no influence over
the navy.
The liberty of the people had been destroyed by
those who were military commanders only. The danger
here was greater by the junction of great civil powers to the
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eommaad of the army and fleet. Although Congress are to
raise the army, said he, no security arises from that ; for, in
time of war, they must and ought to raise an army, which
will be numerous, or otherwise, according to the nature of
the war, and then the President is to command without any
control.
Mr. MADISON, adverting to Mr. Mason's objection to
the President's power of pardoning, said it would be extremely improper to vest it in the House of Representatives,
and not much less so to place it in the Senate; because
numerous bodies were actuated more or less by passion, and
might, in the moment of vengeance, forget humanity. It was
an established practice in Massachusetts for the legislature
to determine in such cases. It was found, says he, that two
different sessions, before each of which the question came
with respect to pardoning the delinquents of the rebellion,
were governed precisely by different sentiments: the one
would execute with universal vengeance, and the other
would extend general mercy.
There is one security in this case to which gentlemen
may not have adverted: if the President be connected, in
any suspicious manner, with any person, and there be
grounds to believe he will shelter him, the House of Representatives can impeach him ; they can remove him if found
guilty; they can suspend him when suspected, and the
power will devolve on the Vice-President. Should he be
suspected, also, he may likewise be suspended till he be impeached and removed, and the legislature may make a
temporary appointment. This is a great security.
Mr. MASON vindicated the conduct of the assemblies
mentioned by the gentleman last up. He insisted they
were both right ; for, in the first instance, when such ideas
of severity prevailed, a rebellion was in existence : in such
circumstance, it was right to be rigid. But after it was
over, it would be wrong to exercise unnecessary severity.
Mr. MADISON replied, that the honorable member had
misunderstood the fact ; for the first assembly was after the
rebellion was over. The decision must have been improper
m one or the other case. It marks this impor'.ant truth,
s3ys he, that numerous bodies of men are improper to exercise this power. The universal experience of mankind
p_ovesit.
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[The 2d clause of the 2d section wasthen read.]
Mr. GEORGE MASON thought this a most dangerous
clause, as thereby five states might make a treaty; ten senators --the representatives of five statesbeing two thirds
of a quorum.
These ten might come from the five smallest
states. B.y the Confederation, nine states were necessar)
to concur m a treaty.
This secured justice and moderation.
His principal fear, however, was not that five, but that seven,
states m a bare majority--would
make treaties to bind the
Union.
Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS,
in answer to Mr. Mason,
insisted that we were on a safer footing in this Constitution than in the Confederation.
The possibility of five
states making treaties was founded on a supposition of the
non-attendance of the senators from the other states.
This
non-attendance, he observed, might be reciprocated.
It was
presumable that, on such important occasions, they would
attend from all the states, and then there must be a concurrence of nine states.
The approbation of the President,
who bad no local views, being elected by no particular state,
but the people at large, was an additional security.
Mr. MASON differed widely from the gentleman.
He
conceived that the contiguity otsome states, and remoteness
of others, would prevent that reciprocity which he had mentioned. Some states were near the seat of government;
others far from it ; for instance, Georgia was eight or nine
hundred miles fronl it. Suppose, says he, a partial treaty is
made by the President, and is to be ratified by the Senate.
They do not always sit. Who is to convene them?
The
President.
Is it presumable that he would call distant states
to make the ratification, or those states whose interest he
knew to be injured by the treaty he had proposed ? This, I
co,ceive, will have a contrary effect from what the gentlelnan says.
A desultory conversation took place.
Mr. NICHOLAS
asked if it was presumable that the
President, who depended on the people for his political existence, would sacrifice the interest of the eight largest states, to
accommodate the five smallest.
The gentleman had said
once that the Senate would be always sitting, and yet five
states were now to effect the business, because the rest were
away.
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Mr LEE compared the possibility of non-attendance of
the senators to that in our state legislature. It consisted of
one hundred and seventy members: a majority of these was
forty-four, which were competent to pass any law. He demanded ii all our laws were bad because tbrty-four might
pass them. The case was similar. Although two thirds of
the senators present could form a treaty, it was not presumable it could often happen that there should be but a bz_re
quorum present on so important an occasion, when the consequence of non-attendance was so well known.
Mr. MADISON thought it astonishing that gentlemen
should think that a treaty could be got up with surprise, or that
foreign nations should be solicitous to get a treaty only ratified by the senators of a few states. Were the President to
commit any thing so atrocious as to summon only a few
states, he would be impeached and convicted, as a majority
of the states would be affected by his misdemeanor.
Mr. HENRY begged gentlemen to consider the condition
this country would be in if two thirds of a quorum should be
empowered to make a treaty: they might relinquish and
alienate territorial rights, and our most valuable commercial
advantages. In short, if any thing should be left us, it would
be because the President and senators were pleased to admit it. The power of making treaties, by this Constitution,
ill-guarded as it is, extended farther than it did in any country in the world. Treaties were to have more force here
than in any part of Christendom; for he defied any gentleman to show m,y thing so extensive in any strong energetic government in Europe. Treaties rest, says he, on the
laws and usages of nations. To say that they are municipal is, to me, a doctrine totally novel. To make them paramount to the Constitution and laws of the states, is unprecedented. I would give them the same force and obligation
they have in Great Britain, or any other country in Europe.
Gentlemen are going on in a fatal career; but I hope tht.y
will stop before tl'_y concede this power unguarded and unaltered.
Mr. MADISON, instead of being alarmed, had no doubt
hut the Constitution would increase, rather than decrease, the
security of territorial rights and commercial advantages, as it
would augment the strength and respectability of the country.
The honorable gentleman, says he, has said we are m_lki,lg
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great innovations in extending the force of treaties. Are
not treaties the law of the land in England ? I will refer
you to a book which is in every man's hand m Blackstone'_
Commentaries. It will inform you that the treaties made b._
the king are to be the supreme law of the land. If they arc,
to have.any efficacy, they must be the law of the land : they
are so m every country. He thinks that, by the power of
making treaties, the empire may be dismembered in time of
peace. The king of Great Britain has .tile power of making peace, but he has no power of dismembering the empi,'e,
or alienating any part of it. Nay, tile king of France has
no right of alienating part of his dominions to any power
whatsoever. The power of making treaties does not involve
a right of dismembering the Union.
Mr. HENRY asked how the power of the king of Great
Britain, with respect to dismembering the empire, would
stand, if the constitution had declared that treaties would be
effectual,notwithstanding any thing in the constitution or laws
of the country. He would confess his error, if the gentleman could prove that the power of the king of Great Britain,
and that of Congress, in making treaties, were similar.
Mr. MADISON conceived that, as far as the king of
Great Britain had a constitutional power of making a treaty,
such a treat.}, was binding. He did not say that his power
was unlimited. One exception was, that he could-not dismember the empire.
Mr. GRAYSON, after discriminating the difference of
what was called the law of nations in different countries,
and its different operations, said he was exceedingly alarmed
about this clause. His apprehensions were increased from
what he had seen. He went over the g,'ounds which had
been before developed, of the dangers to which the right
of navigating the Mississippi would be exposed, if two thirds
of the senators present had a right to make a treaty to bind
the Union. Seven states had already discovered a determined resolution of yielding it to Spain. There was
every reason, in his opinio,, to believe they would a_'ail
themselves of the power as soon as it was given them. The
prevention of emigrations to the westward, and consequent
superiority of the southern power and influence, would be a
powerful motive to impel them to relinquish that river. He
armly expatiated on the utility of that navigation, and tht.
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hnpclicy of surrendering it up. The consent of the Pres
ident he considered as a trivial check, if, indeed, it was any,
Jbr the election would be so managed that he would always
come fi'om a particular place, and he would pursue the interest of such place. Gentlemen had said that the senators
would attend from all the states.
This, says he, is impracticable, if they be not nailed to the floor. If the senators
of the Southern States be gone but one hour, a treaty may
be made by the rest, yielding that inestimable right.
This
paper will be called the law of nations in America; it will
be the Great Charter of America; it will be paramount to
every thing.
After having once consented to it, we cannot
recede fi'om it. Such is my repugnance to the alienation of
a right which I esteem so important to the happiness of my
country, that I would object to this Constitution if it contained no other defect.
Mr. NICHOLAS,
in answer to the observations of the
gentleman last up, on the law of nations, said he thought it
was dictated hy no particular nation ; that there was no such
thing as a particular law of nations, but that the law of nations was permanent and general.
It was superior to any
act or law of any nation;it
implied the consent of all,
and was mutually bindinz on all, being acquiesced in for the
common benefit of all. _entlemen recurred to their favorite
business again _ their scuffle for Kentucky votes.
He compared the king of England's power to make treaties to that
gwen by this clause.
He insisted they resembled each
other.
If a treaty was to be the supreme law of the land
here, it was so in Enzland.
The power was as unlimited
in England as it was gere.
Let gentlemen, says he, show
me that the king can go so fat', and no farther, and I will
show them a like limitation in America.
But, say they, the
President has no check.
The worthy member says the
weight of power ought to be in this part of the continent,
because the number of inhabitants wil! be xgreater here.
If
so, every freeholder having a right to sore for the President,
by the interposition of electors, will attend to his interests.
This is a sufficient check.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, gentlemen say that the
king of Great Britain has the same right of making treaties
that our President has here.
I will have no objection to
this, ifyou make your president a king.
But I will adduce
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a difference between an American treaty and an English
treaty.
Recollect the case of the Russian ambassador:
he
was arrested contrary to the rights of his master.
"['he Russian emperor demanded the man, at whose instance his am
bassador was arrested, to be given up to him, to be put to
instant death.
What did the queen say? She wrote him
that that was something paramount to what she could do;
that it exceeded her power to comply with his demand, because it was contrary to the constitution and laws. But
how is it here ? Treaties are binding, notwithstanding
our
laws and constitutions.
Let us illustrate this fatal instance
Suppose the case of the Russian amb_tssador to happen here.
The President can settle it by a treaty, and have the man
arrested, and punished according to the Russian manner.
The constitutions of these states may be most flagrantly
vinlated without remedy.
And still will gentlemen compare
tile two cases ? So great was the anxiety of Queen Anne,
that she wrote a letter to the Russian prince with her own
hand, apologizing for her inability to comply with his demands. The Parliament was co,tsuited, and a law made to
prevent such arrests for the future.
] say again that, if you
consent to this power, you depend on the justice and equity
of those in power.
We m:4y be told that we shall fi,ld ample
refuge in the law of nations.
When you yourselves have your
necks so low that the President m_ty dispose of your rights
as he pleases, the law of nations cannot be applied to relieve
you. Sure I am, if treaties are made infringing our liber"ties, it will be too late to say that our constitutional rights
are violated.
We are in contact with two powers_
Great
Britain and Spain.
They may claim oHr most valuable territories, and treaties may be made to yield them.
It is easy"
on our part to define our unalienable rights, and expressly
secure them, so as to prevent fiiture claims and disputes.
Suppose you be arraigned as offenders and violators of a
treaty made by this government.
Will .you have that fair
trial which offenders are entitled to in your own government ? Will you plead a right to the trial by jury?
You will have no right to appeal to your own Con_
stitutit_n. You must appeal to your Continental Consti
tution.
A treaty may be made giving away your rigahts,
and mflictinz unusual punishments on its violators. It is
t.ontended that, if the king of Great Britain makes a treat_
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ithin the line of his prerogative, it is the taw of the land.
1 aglee that this is proper, and, if I could see the same
checks in that paper which I see in the British government,
I would consent to it. Can the English monarch make a
treaty which shall subvert the common law of England, and
the constitution ? Dare he make a treaty that shall violate
Magna Charta, or the bill of rights ? Dare he do any thing
derogatory to the honor, or subversive of the treat privileges,
of his people ? No, sir. If he did, it would be nugatory,
and the attempt would endanger his existence.
The king of France calls his Parliament to give him
power to make what regulations, with regard to treaties,
they may think conducive to the interest of the nation.
In
the time of Henry IV., a treaty with Sigismund, king of Poland, was ratified by the Parliament.
You have not even
as much security as that.
You prostrate your rights to the
President and Senate.
This power is therefore dangerous
and destructive.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, I conceive that
neither the life nor property of any citizen, nor the particular right of any state, can be affected by a treaty.
The
lives and properties of European subjects are not affected by
treaties, which are binding on the aggregate community in
its political, social capacity.
The honorable gentleman says that, if you place treaties
on the same footing here as they are in England, he will
consent to tile power, because the king is restrained in
making treaties.
Will not the President and Senate be restrained ? Being creatures of that Constitution, can they
destroy it ? Can any particular body, instituted for a particular purpose, destroy the existence of the society tbr
whose benefit it is created ? It is said there is no limitation
of treaties.
I defy the wisdom of that gentleman to show
how they ought to be limited.
When the Constitution
marks out the powers to be exercised by particular departmerits, I say no innovation can take place.
An honorable
gentleman says that this is the Great Charter of America.
If so, will not the last clause of the 4th article of the
Constitution
secure against dismemberment ? It provides
that "nothing in this Constitution shall be so construed as
to prejudice any claims of the United States, or of any particulat state."
And if this did not constitute security, i'
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follows, from the nature of civil association, that no particular part shall sacrifice the whole.
W_or_saAY,June 18, 1788.
Mr. GRAYSON, after recapitulating the dangers of losing
the Mississippi, if the power of making treaties, as delineatecl
in the Constitution, were granted, insisted, most strenuously,
that tile clause which the honorable gentleman had cited as
a security against a dismemberment
of the empire was no
real security; because it related solely to the back lands
claimed by the United States and different states.
This
clause was inserted for the purpose of enabling Congress to
dispose of, and make all needfid rules and regulations respecting, the territory, or other property, belonging to the
United States, and to ascertain clearly that the claims of
particular states, respecting territory, should not be prejudiced
by the alteration of government, but be on the same footing
as before; that it could not be construed to be a limitation
of the power of making treaties.
Its sole intention was to
obviate all the doubts and disputes which existed, under the
Confederation, concerning the western territory and othel
places in controversy in the United States.
He defended
his former position with respect to a particular law of nations. I insist, says he, that the law of nations is tbunded
on particular laws of different nations.
I have mentioned
some instances : I will mention some more. It is the part
of the laws of several Oriental nations to receive no ambassadors, and to burn their prisoners.
It is a custom with the
.grand seiguior to receive, but not to send ambassadors.
It
is a particular custom with him, in time of war with Russia,
to put the Russian ambassador in the Seven Towers.
But
the worthy member said that it was odd there should be a
parlicular law of nations.
I be_ leave to tell him that the
United States are entering into a particular law of nations
now. I do not deny the existence of a general law of nations ; but l contend that, in different nations, there are certain laws or customs, regulating their conduct towards other
nations, which are as permanently and immutably observed
as the general law of nations.
Of course there was a law
of nations incident to the Confederation.
Any person may
renounce a right secured to him by any particular law or
custom of a nation.
If Congress have no right, by the law
of nations, to give away a part of the empire, yet, by this
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e.mpact, they may give it up. I look on that compact to be
a part .f the law of nations.
The treat)_of Munster formed
a great part of the law of nations,
flow is the Scheldt
given up ? By that treaty, though contrary to the law of
nations.
Cannot Congress give the Mississippi also by
treaty, though such cession would deprive us of a right to
which, by the law of nations, we are inalienably and indefeasibly entitled ? I lay it down as a principle that nations c,_n,
as well as individuals, renounce any particular right. Natio.s who inhabit on the sources of" rivers have a right to
navigate them, and go down, as well as the waters themselves.

Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS
again drew a parallel between the power of the king of Great Britain and that of
Congress, with respect to making treaties. He contended
that they were on the same foundation, and that every possible security which existed in the one instance was to be
found in the other. To prove that there was no constitutional limit to the king's power of making treaties, and that
treaties, when once by him made, were the supreme law of
the land, he quoted the following lines in BlackstonCs Commentaries, vol. i. page 2.57 : "It is also the king's prerogative
to make treaties, leagues, and alliances, with foreign states
and princes; fbr it is, by the law of nations, essential to
the goodness of a league, that it be made by the sovereign
power; and then it is binding upon the whole community;
and in England the sovereign power, quoad hoc, is vested in
the person of the king.
Whatever contracts, therefore, he
engages in, no other power in the kingdom can legally delay,
resist, or annul."
A further proof, says Mr. Nicholas, that
there is no limitation in this respcct, is afforded by what he
adds: " And yet, lest this plenitude of" authority should be
abused, to the detriment of the public, the constitution has
interposed a check, by the means of parliamentary impeachment, for the punishment of such ministers as, from criminal
motives, advise or conclude any treaty which shall afterwards
be judged to derogate from the honor and interest of the
nation."
How does this apply to this Constitution?
The
President and Senate have the same power of making treaties ; and when made, they are to have the same force and
validity.
They are to be the supreme law of the land here
This book shows us they are so in England.
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Have we not seen, in America, that treaties were violated_
though the)' are, in all countries, considered as the supreme
law of the land ? Was it not, therefore, necessary to declare
in explicit terms, that they should be so here ? How, then,
is this Constitution on a different footing from the government of Britain ? The worthy member says, that they can
make a treaty relinquishing our rights, and inflicting punishments;, because all treaties are declared paramount to the
constitutions and laws of the stales.
An attentive consideration of this will show the committee that they can do no
such thing.
The provision of the 6th article is, that this
Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall
be made in pursuance thereof, and all the treaties made,
or which shall be made, under the authority of the United
States, shah be the supreme law of the land.
They can, by
this, make no treaty which shall be repugnant to the spirit of
the Constitution, or inconsistent with the delegated powers.
The treaties they make must be under the authority of the
United States, to be within their province.
It is sufficiently
secured, because it only declares that, in pursuance of the
powers given, they shall be the supreme law of the land,
notwithstanding
any thing in the constitution or laws of
particular states.
The fact which he has adduced from the English history
respecting the Russian ambassador, does not apply to this
part of the Constitution.
The arrest of that ambassador was
an offence against the law of nations.
There was no tribunal to punish it before. An act was therefore made to
prevent such offences for the future; appointing a court to
try offenders against it, and pointing out their punishment.
That act acknowledges the arrest to have been a violation
of the law of nations, and that it was a defect in their
laws that no remedy had been provided against such violations before.
I think it must appear, to the satisfaction of
the committee, that this power is similar to what it is in
England.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, it is true that
this is one of the greatest acts of sovereignty, and therefore
ought to be most strongly guarded.
The cession of such a
power, without such checks and guards, cannot be justified:
vet I acknowledge such a power must rest somewhere.
It
,s so in all governments.
If, in the course of an unsuccess-
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ful war, we should be compelled to give up part of our territories, or undergo subjugation if the general governmelat
could not make a treaty to give up such a part for the preservation of the residue, the government itself, and consequently the rights of the people, must fidl. Such a power
must, therefore, rest somewhere.
For my own part, I never
heard it denied that such a power must be w'swd ill tile
government.
Our complaint is, that it is not sufficiet_tly
guarded, and that it requires much more solemnity and
caution than are delineated in that system.
It is more
guarded in England.
Will any gentleman undertake to say
that the king, by his prerogative, can dismember the British
empire ? Could tl_,e king give Portsmouth to France ? He
could not do this without an express act of Parliament-without the consent of the legislature in all its branches.
There are other things which the king cannot do, which may
be done by the President and Senate in this case.
Could
the king, by his prerogative, enable foreign subjects to purchase lands, and have an hereditary indefeasible title ? This
would require an express act of Parliament.
Though the king can make treaties, yet he cannot make
a treaty contrary to the constitution of his country.
Where
did their constitution originate ? It is founded on a number
of maxims, which, by long time, are rendered sacred and inviolable.
Where are there such maxims in the American
Constitution ? In that country, which we formerly called our
mother country, they have had, for many centuries, certain
fundamental maxims, which have secured their persons and
properties, and prevented a dismemberment of their country.
The common law, sir, has prevented the power of the crown
from destroying the immunities of the people. We are
placed in a still better condition--in
a more favorable situation than perhaps any people ever were before.
We have
it in our power to secure our liberties and happiness on the
most unshaken, firm, and permanent basis. We can establish what government we please.
But by that paper we are
con'solidating the United States into one great government,
and trusting to constructive security.
You will find no such
thing in the English government.
The common law of
England is not the common law of these states.
I conceive,
therefore, that there is nothing in that Constitution to hinder
a dismemberment of the empire.
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Will any gentleman say that they may not make a treaty.
whereby the subjects of _"rance, England, and other powers,
may buy what lands they please in this country ? Fhis
would violate those principles which we have received from
the mother country.
The indiscriminate admission of ah
foreigners to the first rights of citizenship, without any
permanent security for their attachment to the country, is
rep_lgnant to every principle of prudence and good policy.
The President and Senate can make any treaty whatsoever.
We wish not to refilse, but to guard, this power, as it is done
in England.
The empire there cannot be dismembered
without the consent of the national Parliament.
We wish
an express and explicit declaration, in that paper, that the
power which can make other treaties cannot, without the
consent of the national Parliament--the
national legislature
dismember the empire.
The Senate alone ought not to
have this power; much less ought a few states to have it.
No treaty to dismember the empire ought to be made withJut the consent of three fourths of the legislature in all its
branches.
Nor ought such a treaty to be made but in case
of the most urgent and unavoidable necessity.
When such
necessity exists, there is no doubt but there will be a general
and uniform vote of the Continental Parliament.
Mr. CORBIN
largely expatiated on the propriety of
vesting this power in the general government, in the manner
proposed by the plan of the Convention.
He also contended
that the empire could not he dismembered
without the
consent of the part dismembered.
To obviate the force of
the observations made by an honorable gentleman respecting
the relinquishment of the Scheldt, he adduced the late complaints and efforts of the emperor of Germany respecting that
river. He insisted that no part of the Constitution was less
exceptionable than this.
If, says he, there be any sound part
m this Constitution, it is in this clause.
The representatives
are excluded from interposing in making treaties, because
large popular assemblies are very improper to transact such
business, from the impossibility of their acting with sufficient
secrecy, despatch, and decision, which can only be found in
small bodies, and because such numerous bodies are ever
subject to factions and party animosities.
It would be dangerous to give this power to the President alone, as the
concession of such power to one individual is repugnant to
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republican principles.
It is, therefore, given to the Presidenl
and the Senate (who represent the states in their individual
capacities) conjointly.
In this it differs fi'om every government we know.
It steers with admirable dexterity between
the two extremes, neither leaving it to the executivc, as in
most other governments, nor to the legislative, which would
too much retard such negotiation.
The honorable gentleman said that treaties are not tile
supreme law of the land in England.
My honorable friend
roved the contrary by the Commentaries
of Blackstone.
et me confirm it l_y a circumstance fresh in the memory of
every body.
When the treaty was made by us with
England, it was disapproved of by the English Parliament,
and the administration
was turn_d out: yet the treaty was
good. Does not this prove that it was binding on the
nation, and that the king has such a power?
What other
proof do gentlemen wish ? In England, it is a maxim that
the king can do no wrong, yet they have sufficient responsibility, as the ministry can do wrong; for if they advise
him to make a treaty derogatory to the honor and interest
of the nation, they do it at the risk of their heads.
If the
king were to make such a treaty himself, contrary to the
advice of his ministry, an honest or prudent minister would
resign.
The President of the United States is responsible
in person himself, as well as the senators.
But, say gentlemen, all treaties made under this Constitution are to be the supreme law of nations ; that is, in their
way of construction,
paramount to the Constitution itself,
and the laws of Congress.
It is as clear as that two and
two mal,.e four, that the treaties made are to be binding
on the states only.
Is it not necessary that they should be
binding on the states?
Fatal experience has proved that
treaties would never be complied with, if their observance
depended on the will of the states; and the consequences
would be constant war.
For if any one state could counteract any treaty, how could the United States
avoid
hostility with foreign nations?
Do not gentlemen see the
infinite dangers that would result from it, if a small part of
the community could drag the whole confederacy into war ?
The honorable gentleman on the other side tells us that
this doctrine is not founded, because, in England, it is declared
that the. consent of Parliament is necessary.
Had the hon-
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orable gentleman used his usual discernment and penetration, he would see the difference between a commercial treaty
and other treaties.
A commercial treaty must be. submitted
to the consideration of Parliament, because such treaties
will render it necessary to alter some laws, add new clauses
to some, and repeal others.
If this be not done, the treaty
is void, quoad hoc. The Mississippi cannot be dismembered
but in two ways--by
a common treaty, or a commercial
treaty. If tile interest of Congress will lead them to yield
it by the first, the law of nations would justify the people
of Kentucky to resist, and the cession would be nugatory.
It cannot, then, be surrendered by a common treaty.
Can
it be done by a commercial treaty ? If it should, the consent of the House of Representatives would be requisite,
because of the correspondent aherations that must be made
in the laws.
the
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This, continues he, secures legislative interference. Some
of the most extraordinary calculations that ever were made
have been adduced to prove that the navigation of the Mississippi is on a worse ground than it was before. We are
told that five states can make a treaty.
This is on a supI_ositionthat the senators from the other states will be absent,
which is wild and extravagant. On this ground, three states
can prevent it ; and if Kentucky become a state, two other
states, with it, can prevent the making such a treaty.
!
wish not to assert, but to prove. Suppose there be fourteen
men,hers, and the members from Kentucky be of the number. Two thirds, which are ten, are necessary to make a
treaty. Three members,
to__ether with the two members
•
from Kentucky, will be sufficient to prevent its being made.
But suppose all the other states to be presem, (which is the
fair conclusion, for it is fair to conclude that men will be attentive to their own interest;)what
would be the consequence ? There would be twenty-eight;
two thirds of
which are nineteen, which is one member more than the
senators of nine states ; so that, in such a case, ten states
must concur in the treaty; whereas, by the old Confederation, only nine states were necessary.
I defy any man tr
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confute this doctrine.
The argument of gentlemen is therefore disingenuous.
I am more forcibly led to this conclusion
when I hear gentlemen go to barbarous nations to adduce
proofs of the requisites of a social government.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, this great national concern is handled in a manner quite new to me. When arguments are used which are calculated in their nature to mislead men,when I reflect on the subject, I dread that our
rights are about to be given away, though I may possibly be
mistaken.
I said yesterday, and not without thinking much
on the subject, that my mind would be at ease were we on
the same grounds, in this respect, as the English are. Gentlemen thiuk that Great Britain was adduced by me, in this
instance, unfortunately for myself, because the learned Judge
Blackstone says that treaties are binding on the nation, and
the king can make treaties. That learned .iudge says there
is one thing which operates as a guard.
That thing we
have not in this paper m it is responsibility.
He tells you
that the minister who will sacrifice the interest of the nation
is subject to parliamentary impeachment.
This has been
ever tbund to be effectual. But I beg gentlemen to consider the American impeachment.
What is it?
It is a
mere sham--a
mere farce. When they do any thing derogatory to the honor or interest of their country, they are to
try themselves.
Is it so in England ? The history of that
country shows that they have blocks and gibbets.
The
violators of the public interest have been tried justly and
impartially, and perished by those necessary instruments
of justice.
Can there be any security where offenders mutually try one another ? I hope gentlemen will consider the
necessity of amendment in this clause.
We are told that the state rights are preserved.
Suppose
the state right to territory be preserved ; I ask and dema,d,
How do the rights of persons stand, when they have power
to make any treaty; and that treaty is paramount to eo,stitutions, laws, and every thing ? When a person shall be
treated in the most horrid manner, and most cruelly and inhumanly tortured, will the security of territorial rights grant
him reclress ? Suppose an unusual punishment in consequence of an arrest similar to that of the Russian ambassador; can it be said to be contrary to the state rights ?
I might go on in this discrimination ; but it is too ohviot_';
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that the security of territory is no security of individuaJ
sat_.ty. I ask, How are the state rights, individual rights,
and national rights, secured?
Not as in England; for the
authority quoted from Blackstone would, if stated right
prove, in a thousand instances, that. it" the king of England
attempted to take away the rights of individuals, the law
would stand against him. The acts of Parliament would
stand in his way. The bill and declaration of rights would
be against him. The common law is fortified by the bill
of rights.
The rights of the people cannot be destroyed,
even by the paramount operation of the law of nations, as
the case of the Russian ambassador evinces. If you look
for a similar security in the paper on your table, you look in
vain. That paper is defective without such a declaration
of rights. It is unbounded without such restrictions.
If
the Constitution be paramount, how are the constiuJtions
and laws of the states to stand ? Their operation will be
totally controlled by it ; for it is paramount to every thing,
unless you can show some guard against it. The rights of
persons are exposed as it stands now.
The calculation of the honorable gentleman (Mr. Corbin)
was wrong.
I am sure he spoke from the best of his recollection, when he referred to our treaty of peace with Great
Britain, and said that it was binding on the nation, though
disapproved of by Parliament.
Did not an act of Parliament
pass, acknowledging the independence of America ? If the
king of England wished to dismember the empire, wol,ld he
dare to attempt it without the advice of Parliament ? The
most hardy minister would not dare to advise him to attempt
it without a previous cons_fltation of Parliament.
No cession
of territory is binding on the nation unless it be fortified by
an act of Parliament.
Will it be so in your American government ? No. They will tell you that they are omnipotent as to this point.
We are so used to speak of enormi:y of powers, that we
are familiarized with it. To me this power appears still destructive; for they can make any treaty.
If Congress
forbears to exercise it, you may thank them ; bllt they may
exercise it if they please, and as they please.
They have a
right, from the paramount power given them, to do so. Will
the gentleman say that this power is paramount to the state
laws only?
Is it not paramount to the Constitution and
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every thing?
Can any thing be. paramount to what is paramount?
Will not the laws of Congress be binding on
Congress, as well as on any particular state ? Will they not
be bound by their own acts ? The worthy gentleman must
see the impropriety of his assertion.
3'o render this safe, I
conceive we must adopt my honorable fi'iend's amendment.
The component part of this supreme, power are the President, senators, and House of Representatives.
The latter
is the most material part. They ought to interpose in the
tbrmation of treaties.
When their consent is necessary,
there will be a certaintv of attending to the public interests.
Mr. Henry then contended that there was real responsibility in the'British government, and sufficient security arising from the common law, declaration of rights, &c. ; whereas, in this government, there was no barrier to stop their
mad career.
He hoped to obtain the amendments which his
honorable friend had proposed.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I am persuaded that,
when this power comes to be thoroughly and candidly
viewed, it will be fotmd right and proper.
As to its extent,
perhaps it will be satisfactory to the committee that the power
is, precisely, in the new Constitution as it is in the Cm,federation.
In the existing confederacy, Congress are authorized indefinitely to make treaties.
Many of the _tates have
recognized the treaties of Congress to be the supreme laW
of the land.
Acts have passed, within a year, declaring this
to be the case.
I have seen many of them.
Does it follow,
because this power is given to Congress, that it is absolute
and unlimited?
I do not conceive that power is given to
the President and Senate to dismember the empire, or to
alienate any great, essential right.
I do not think the whole
legislative authority have this power.
The exercise of the
power must be consistent with the o!!ject of the delegatim
One objection against the amendment proposed is this,
that, by implication, it would give power to the legislative authority to dismember the empire-- a power that ought,not to
be given, but by the necessity that would force assent from
<+veryman.
I think it rests on the safest foundation as it is.
The object of treaties is the regulation of intercourse with
foreign nations, and is external.
I do not think it possible
to enumerate all the cases in which such external regulations would _ ne':essary.
Would it be right to define all
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the cases in which Congress could exercise this authority '
The definition might, and probably would, be defective
They might be restrained, by such a definition, from exer
cising the authority where it would be essential to the interest and safety of the community. It is most safe, therefore.
to leave it to be exercised as contingencies may arise.
It is to be presumed that, in transactions with foreign
countries, those who regulate them will feel the whole force
of national attachment to their country. The contrast being
between their own nation and a foreign nation, is it not presumable they will, as far as possible, advance the interest of
their own country ? Would it not be considered as a dangerous principle in the British government were the kiqg
to have the same power in internal regulations as he has in
the external business of treaties ? Yet as, among other
reasons, it is natural to suppose he will prefer the interest of
his own to that of another country, it is thought proper to
_ive him this external power of making treaties. This
distinction is well worthy the consideration of gentlemen.
I think the argument of the gentleman who restrained the
supremacy of these to the laws of particular states, and not
to Congress, is rational. Here the supremacy of a treat.)' is
contrasted with the supremacy of the laws of the states. It
cannot be otherwise supreme. If it do/_s not supersede
their existing laws, as far as they contravene its operation, it
cannot be of any effect. To counteract it by the supremacy
of the state laws, would bring on the Union the just charge
of national perfidy, and involve us in war.
Suppose the king of Great Britain should make a treaty
with France, where he had a constitutional right; if the
treaty should require an internal regulation, and the Parliament should make a law to that effect, that law would be
binding on the one, though not on the other nation. Suppose there should be a violation of right by the exercise of
this power by the President and Senate; if there was apparent merit in it, it would be binding on the people; for
where there is a power for any particular purpose, _t must
supersede what may oppose it, or else it can be no power.
For instance, where there is a power of declaring war, that
power, as to declaring war,' supersedes every thing. This
would be an unfortunate case, should it happen; but should
it happen, there is a remedy; and there being a remedy,
the)"will be restrained against abuses.
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But let us compare the responsibility in this government
to that of the British government.. If there be an abuse of
this royal prerogative, the minister who advises him is liable
to impeachment. This is the only restraint on the sovereign. Now, sir, is not the minister of the United States
under restraint ? Who is the minister ? The President
himsell, who is liable to impeachment. He is responsible
in person. But for the abuse of the power of the king, the
responsibility is in his advisers. Suppose the Constitution
had said, that this minister alone could make treaties, and,
when he violated the interest of the nation, he would be
impeached by the Senate ; then the comparison would hold
good between the two governments. But is there not an
additional security by adding to him the representatives and
guardians of the political interest of the states ? If he
should seduce a part of the Senate to a participation in his
crimes, those who were not seduced would pronounce sentence against him ; and there is this supplementary security,
that he may be convicted and punished afterwards, when
other members come into the Senate, one third being excluded every second year; so that there is a twofold security- the security of impeachment and conviction by those
senators that may be innocent, should no more than one
third be engaged with the President in the plot ; and should
there be more of them engaged in it, he may be tried
and convicted by the succeeding senators, and the upright
senators who were in the Senate before.
As to the case of the Russian ambassador, I shall say
nothing. It is as inapplicable as many other quotations
made by the gentleman. I conceive that, as far as the hills
of rights in the states do not express any thing foreign to the
nature of such things, and express fundamental principles
essential to liberty, and those privileges which are declared
necessary to all free people, these rights are not encroached
on by this government. [Mr. Madison added other remarks.
which could not be heard.]
Mr. CORBIN begged leave to explain what he had said
He acknowledged that an act of Parliament passed, acknowledging the independence of America : but though there was
nothing in that act respecting the Newfoundland fishery,
and we were, by the treat)', to enjoy a right to that fishery
unmolested, yet that part of the treaty was binding on tl.:
nation.
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After some desultory conversation, concerning the mode
of considering the judiciary, the 1st and 2d sections of the
3d article were read.
Mr. PENDLETON.
Mr. Chairman, on a former occasion, when I was considering the government at large, I
mentioned the necessity of making a judiciary an essential
part of the government,
h is necessary, in older to arrest
the executive arm, prevent arbitrary punishments, and give
a fair trial, that the innocent may be guarded, and the guilty
brought to just punishment, and that honesty and industry be
protected, and injustice and fraud be prevented.
Taking it
tbr granted, then, that a judiciary is necessary, the power of
that judiciary must be coextensive with the legislative power,
and reach to all parts of society intended to be governed.
They must be so arranged, that there must be some court
which shall be the central point of their operations ; and because all the business cannot be done iu that part, there must
be inferior courts to carry it on. The first clause contains an
arrangement of the courts mone supreme, and such inferior as
Congress may ordain and establish.
This seems to me to be
proper. Congress must be the judges, and may find reasons
to change and vary them as experience shall dictate.
It is
therefore, not only improper, but exceedingly inconvenient,
to fix the arrangement
in the Constitution itself, and not
leave it to laws which may be changed according to circumstances.
I think it highly probable that their first experiment will be, to appoint the state courts to ]lave the inferior
federal jurisdiction, becaus¢ it would be best calculated to
g.ive general satisfaction, and answer economical purposes;
since a small additional salary may in that case suffice, instead of competent provision for the judges.
But even this
eli_ble mode experience may furnish powerful reasons for
changing, and a power to make such changes ought to rest
with Congress.
-This clause also secures an important point
--the independency
of the judges, both as to tenure of
offices and fixing of salary.
I wish the restraint had been
applied to increase as well as diminution.
The 2d section points out the subjects of their jurisdic
tion.
1. Cases arising under the Constitution.
2.
the laws of the federal legislature
3.
treaties made by them.
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A. ,4ll cases affecting ambassadors, ministers, and consuls.
6. All cases of maritime or admirahyjurisdiction.
6. Controversies wherein the United States shall be a
party.
7.
between two or more states.
q.
between a state and citizens of another
state.
9.
between citizens of different states.
10.
between
citizens of the same state,
claiming lands under grants of dit=
ferent states.
I I.
between a state, or its citizens, and
foreign states, citizens, or subjects.
Without entering into a distinction of all its parts, I believe it will be found that they are all cases of general and
not local concern.
The necessity and propriety of a t_deral jurisdiction, ill all such cases, must strike every gentleman.
The next clause settles the original jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court, confining it to two cases--that
of ambassadors, ministers, and consuls, and those in which a state
shall be a party.
It excludes its original jurisdiction in all
other cases.
But it appears to me that it will not restrain
Congress from regulating even these, so as to permit foreign
ambassadors to sue in the inferior courts, or even to cempel
them to do so, where their causes may be trivial, or they
have no reason to expect a partial trial. Notwithstanding
this iurisdiction is given to the Supreme Court, yet Congress
may" go farther by their laws, so as to exclude its original
jurisdiction, by limiting the cases wherein it shall be exercised.
They may require some satisfactory evidence that
the party could not expect a fair trial in the inferior court.
I am strtick with this view, from considering that the legislature is not excluded,
by the general jurisdiction in the
Constitution, from regulating it, to accommodate the convenience of the people.
Yet the legislature cannot extend its
original jurisdiction, which is limited to these cases only.
The next branch brings me to the appellate jurisdiction.
And first, I say it is proper and necessary, in all free governments, to allow appeals, under certain restrictions, in order to
prevent injustice by correcting the erroneous decisions of
local subordinate tribunals, and introduce uniformity in de-
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eision. The appellate jurisdiction is, therefore, undoubtedly
proper, and would not have been objected to if they had not
introduced, unfortunately, in this clause, the words " both
as to law and thct." Though I dread no danger, I wish
these words had been buried in oblivion.
If they had, it
would have silenced the greatest ol!iections against the section. I will give my free and candid sentiments on it. We
find them followed by words which remove a great deal of
doubt --" with such exceptions, and under such regulations,
as Congress shall make ; " so that Congress may make such
regulations as they may think conducive to the public convenlence.
Let us consider the appellate jurisdiction if these words
had been left out. The general jurisdiction must embrace
decrees in chancery and admiralty, and judgments in courts
of common law, in the ordinary practice of this appellate jurisdiction. When there is an appeal from the inferior court
to the Court of Chancery, the appellate jurisdiction goes to
law and fact, because the whole testimony appears in the
record. The court proceeds to consider the circumstances
of both law and fact blended together, and then decrees according to equity.
This must be unexceptionable to every
body. How is it in appeals from the admiralty ? That
court, except in some cases, proceeds as a court of chancery.
In some eases they have trials by jury.
But in most cases
they proceed as in chancery.
They consider all the cireumstances_ and determine as well what the fact, as wh:tt the
law, is. When this goes to the superior court, it is determined the same way.
Appeals from the common-law courts involve the consideration of facts by the superior court, when there is a special
verdict. They consider the fact and law together, and
decide accordingly.
But they cannot introduce new testimony. When a jury proceeds to try a cause in an inferior
court, a question may arise on the competency of a witness,
or some other testimony.
The inferior court decides that
question; it either admits or rejects that evidence.
The
party intending to object states the matter in a bill of exceptions. The jury then proceeds to try the cause, according to
the judgment of the. inferior court ; and, on appeal, the superior court determines upon the judgment of the inferior court
They do not touch the testimony.
If they determine that
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the evidence was either improperly admitted or rejected,
they set aside the judgment, and send back the cause to be
tried again by a jury in the same court.
These are the only
cases, in appeals fi'om inferior courts of common law, where
the superior court can even consider facts incidentally.
I
feel the danger, as much as any gentleman ill this committee,
of carrying a party to the federal court, to have a trial there.
But it appears to me that it will not be the case, if that he
the practice which I have now stated; and that it is the
practice must bc admitted.
The appeals may be limited to
a certain sum.
I make no doubt it will be. so. You cannot
prevent appeals without great inconveniences ; but Congress
can prevent that dreadful oppression which would enable
many men to have a trial in the federal court, which is ruinous. There is a power which may be considered as a great
security.
The power of making what regulations and exceptions in appeals they may think proper may be so contrived
as to render appeals, as to law and fact, proper, and perfectly
inoffensive.
How will this power be exercised?
If I
thougb.t there was a possibility of danger, 1 should be
alarmed.
But when I consider who this Congress are,--that
they
are the representatives of thirteen states, (which may become
fourteen or fifteen, or a much greater number of states,) who
cannot be interested, in the most remote degree, to subject
their citizens to oppressions of that dangerous kind, but will
feel the same inclination to guard their citizens from them,
-- I am not alarmed.
I consider them as secured from it by
the arrangemeut of these courts by Congress.
To carry the
citizens a great distance from their respective states can be
of no advantage, but a great hardship to every state, excep.t
that wherein the seat of government may be. I conceive _t
probable that they will, as far as they may consistently with
the national good, confine these cases.
But when I cast my
eyes to the Southern and Eastern States, every one of which
is at a greater distance than we are, I cannot entertain a
doubt but what this point will be. perfectly secure.
Every
state being concerned almost equally, we have sufficient
security that, when they come to organize the Supreme
Court, they will regulate it so as to exclode this danger.
The fourth branch secures two important points in criminal cases_lst,
that the trial shall be by jury; 2d, that it
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shall h_ in the state where the offence is committed.
It
does not point out where it shall be within the state, or th_
more exact minutia_ respecting it; but laws will be made
by which it will be regulated thlly and minutely.
I cannot
conceive what motives they can have, in forming these trials,
to render them oppressive.
We have this security--tha
our citizens shall not be carried out of the state, and that no
othe:r trial can be substituted for that by jury.
[Mr.Pendletonmademany other remarks; but he spoke too lowto be
comprehendeddistinctly.]
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, I had some
hopes that the candor and reason of the warmest friends of
this Constitution would have led them to point out objections
so important.
They must occur, more or less, to the mind
of every one.
It is with great reluctance I speak of this
department, as it lies out of my line. I should not tell my
sentiments upon it, did I not conceive it to be so constructed
as to destroy the dearest rights of the community.
After
having read the first section, Mr. Mason asked, What is
there left to the state courts?
Will any gentleman be
pleased, candidly, fairly, and without sophistry, to show us
what remains?
There is no limitation.
It goes to every
thing. The inferior courts are to be as numerous as Congress may think proper. They are to be of whatever nature
they please.
Read the 2d section, and contemplate atten
tively the extent of the .jurisdiction of these courts, and
consider if there be any limits to it.
I am greatly mistaken if there be any limitation whatsoever, with respect to the nature or jurisdiction of these
courts• If there be any limits, they must be contained in
one of the clauses of this section ; and I believe, on a dispassionate discussion, it will be found that there is none of
any check.
All the laws of the United States are paramount to the laws and constitution of any single state•
"The judicial power shall extend to all cases in law and
equity arising under this Constitution."
What objects will
not this expression extend to? Such laws may be formed
as will ,_o to every object of private property.
When we
consider the nature of the_ courts, we must conclude that
their effect and operation will be utterly to destroy the
state governments;
for they will be the judges how far
_heir laws will operate.
They are to modify their own
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courls,
and you can make no statelaw to counteractthem.
The discrimination
betweentheir
judicial
power,and thatof
the states,
exists,
therefore,
but in name. To what disraceful
and dangerouslengthdoestheprinciple
of thisgo_
or ifyour statejudiciaries
arenotto be trustedwiththe
administration
of common justice,
and decision
of disputes
respecting
propertybetweenman and man, much lessought
the state governments to be trusted with power of legislation. The principle itself goes to the destruction of" the
legislation of the states, whether or not it was intended.
As to my own opinion, I most religiously and conscientiously
believe that it was intended, though 1 am not absolutely
certain.
But I think it will destroy the state governments,
whatever may have been the intention.
There are many
gentlemen in the United States who think it right that we
should have one great, national, consolidated government,
and that it was better to bring it about slowly and imperceptibly rather than all at once.
This is no reflection
on any man, for I mean none.
To those who think that
one national, consolidated government is best for America,
this extensive judicial authority will be agreeable;
but l
hope there are many in this Convention of a different opinion, and who see their political happiness resting on their
state governments.
I know, from my own knowledge, many
worthy gentlemen of the former opinion.
[Here Mr. Madison interrupted Mr. Mason, and demanded an anequlvocal explanation. As these insinuations might create a belief that
every member of the late federalConvention was of that opinion, he
wishedhim to tell who the gentlemen were to whomhe alluded.]
Mr. MASON then replied, I shall never refuse to explain myself.
It is notorious that this is a prevailing principle.
It was at least the opinion of many gentlemen m
Convention, and many in the United States. ] do not know
what explanation the honorable gentleman asks.
I can say,
with great truth, that the honorable gentleman, in private
conversation with me, expressed himself against it; neither
did I ever hear any of the delegates from this state advocate it.
Mr. MADISON
declared himself satisfied with thi_,
unless the committee thought themselves entitled to ask a
further explanation.
After some desultory remarks, Mr. MASON c_ntinued:
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l have heard that opinion advocated by gentlemen for whose
abilities, judgment, and knowledge, I have the highest rev
erence aqd respect.
I say that the general description ot
the judiciary involves the most extensive jurisdiction.
Its
cognizance, in all cases arising under the system and the
laws of Congress, may be said to be unlimited. In the next
place, it extends to treaties made, or which shall be made,
under their authority.
This is one of the powers which
ought to be given them.
I also admit that they ought to
have judicial cognizance in all cases affecting ambassadors,
foreign ministers and consuls, as well as in cases of maritime
jurisdiction.
There is an additional reason now to give
them this last power; hecause Congress, besides the general
powers, are about to get that of reffulating commerce with
foreign nations. This is a power w[fich existed before, and
is a proper subject of federal jurisdiction.
The next power
of the judiciary is" also necess:_ry under some restrictions.
Though the decision of controversies to which the United
States shall be a party may at first view seem proper, it
may, without restraint, be extended to a dangerously oppressive length.
The next, with respect to disputes between two or more states, is right.
I cannot see the
propriety" of the next power, in disputes between a state
and the citizens of another state. As to controversies between citizens of dilTerent states, their power is improper
and inadmissible.
In disputes between citizens of the same
state, claiming lands under the grants of different states, the
power is proper. It is the only case in which the federal
judiciary ought to have appellate cognizance of disputes
between private citizens.
Unless this was the case, the
suit must be brought and decided in one or the other state,
under whose grant the lands are claimed, which would be injurious, as the decision must be consistent with the grant.
The last clause is still more improper.
To give them
cognizance in disputes between a state and the citizens
thereof, is utterly inconsistent with reason or good policy.
Here Mr. NICHOLAS
arose, and informed Mr. Mason
that his interpretation of this part was not warranted by the
words.
Mr. MASON replied, that, if he recollected rightly, the
propriety of the power, as explained by him, had been
contended for; but that, as his memory had never been
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good, and was now impaired much from his age, he would
not insist on that interpretation.
He then proceeded : Give
me leave to advert to the operation of this judicial power.
Its jurisdiction in the first case will extend to all cases affecting revenue, excise, and custom-house officers,
if I am
mistaken, I will retract.
"All cases in law and equity arising
under this Coustitution, and the laws of the United States,"
take in all the officers of the government.
They comprenend all those who act as collectors of taxes, excisemen,
&c.
It will take in, of course, what.others do to them, and
what is done by them to others.
In what predicament will
our citizens then be?
We know tile difficulty we are put
in by our own courts, and how hard it is to bring officers to
justice even in them.
If any of the federal officers should
be guilty of the greatest oppressions, or behave with the
most insolent and wanton brutality to a man_s wife or
daughter, where is this mail to get relief?
If you suppose in the inferior courts, they are not appointed by the
states.
They are not men in whom the community can
_a_e suppose
confidence.
It will
decided
by federal
the poor
man beshould
be able
to obtain.judges
judgment in the inferior court, for the greatest injury, what
justice can he Get on appeal ? Can he go four or five hundred miles ? Can he stand the expense attending it ? On
this occasion they are to judge of fact as well as law.
He
must bring his witnesses where he is not known, where a
new evidence may be brought against him, of which he
never heard before, and which he cannot contradict.
The honorable gentleman who presides here has told us
that the Supreme Court of appeals must embrace every
object of maritime, chancery, and common-law controversy.
In the two first, the indiscriminate appellate jurisdiction as
to fact must be generally granted;
because, otherwise, it
could exclude appeals in those cases.
But why not discriminate as to matters of fact with respect to common-law
contro_'ersies ? The honorable gentleman has allowed that it
was dangerous, but hopes regulations will be made to suit the
convenience of the people. But mere hope is not a sufficient
security.
I have said that it appears., to me (though I am
no lawyer) to be, very dangerous.
Give me leave to lay before the committee an amendment,
which I think col)venient, easy, and proper.
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[Here Mr.Mason proposed an alterationnearlythe same as the firs1
part of Ihe fourteenthamcndment recommended by the Convention
whichsee at the conclusion.]
Thus, sir, said Mr. Mason, after limiting the cases in
which the federal judiciary could interpose, l would confine
the appellate jurisdiction to matters of law only, in commonlaw controversies.
It appears to me that this will remove oppressions, and
answer every purpose of an appellate power.
A discrimination arises between common-law trials and
trials in courts of equity and admirahy.
In these two last,
depositions are committed to record, and therefore, on an
appeal, the whole fact goes up ; the equity of the whole case,
comprehending fact and law, is considered, and no new evidence requisite.
Is it so in courts of common law ? There
evidence is only given viva voce. I know not a single case
where there is an appeal of fact as to common law. But 1
may be mistaken.
Where there is an appeal from an inferior
to a supt'rio court, with respect to matlers of fact, a aew
witness may be introduced, who is perhaps suborned by the
other party, a thousand miles from the place where the first
trial was had. These are some of the inconveniences and
insurmountable objections against this general power being
given to the ti.'deral courts.
Gentlemen will perhaps say
there will be no occasion to carry up the evidence by viva
voce testimony, because Congress may order it to be committed to writing, and transmitted iu th:_t manner with the
rest of the record.
It is true the)" may, but it is as true that
they may not.
But suppose they do; little conversant as I
am m this subject, I know there is a great differeace between viva voce evidence given at the bar, aud testimouy
_iven in writing.
I leave it to g_ntlemen more conversant
in these matters to discuss it. They are also to have cognizance in controversies to which the United States shall be
a party. This power is superadded, that there might be no
doubt, and that all cases arising under the government might
he brought befbre the federal court.
Gentlemen will not, I
presume, deny that all revenue and excise controversies, and
all proceedings relative to the duties of the officers of government, from the highest to the lowest, may and must be
brought by these means to the federal courts; in the first instance, to the inferior federal court, and afterwards to the
,
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superior court.
Every fact proved with respect to these, ill
the court below, may be revived in the superior court. But
this appellate jurisdiction is to be under tile regulations of
Congress.
What these regulations may be, God only knows.
Their jurisdiction further extends to controversies between
citizens of different states.
Can we not trust our state
courts with the decision of these ? If I have a controversy
with a man in Maryland, -- if a man in Maryland has my
bond for a hundred pounds,--are
not the state courts corn
petent to try it ? Is it suspected that they would enforce
the payment if unjust, or refuse to enforce it if just ? The
very idea is ridiculous.
What! carry me a thousand miles
from homewfrom
my family and business--to
where, perhaps, it will be impossible for me to prove that I p_dd it.;
Perhaps I have a respectable witness who saw me pay the
money; but I must carry him one thousand miles to prove
it, or be compelled to p_ly it again.
Is there any necessity
for this power ? It ought to have no unnecessary or dangerous power.
Why should the federal eourts have this et)gnizanee ? Is it because one lives on one side of the Potomac.
and the other on the other ? Suppose I have your bond for
a thousand pounds : if I have any wish to harass you, or if 1
be of a litigious disposition, I have only to assign it to a gentleman in Maryland.
This assignment will involve you i_l
trouble and expense.
What effect will this power have between British creditors and the citizens of this state ? This
is a ground on which I shall speak with confidence.
Every
one, who heard me speak on the subject, knows that I alw:_ys
spoke for the payment of the British debts.
I wish every
honest debt to be paid.
Though I would wish to pay the
British creditor, yet I would not put it in his power to gratify
private malice to our injury.
Let me be put right if I be
mistaken;
but there is not, in my opinion, a single British
ereditor but can bring h'.,sdebtors to the federal court.
There are a thousand instances where debts have beer
paid, and yet must, by this appellate eognizanee, be paid again,.
Are these imaginary eases ? Are they only possible eases,
or are they certain and inevitable ? " To eomroversies between a state and the citizens of another state."
How will
their jurisdiction in this ease do?
Let gentlemen look _lt
the westward.
Claims respecting those lands, every liqui.
dated account, or other claim against this state, will be tried
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before the federal court, is not this disgraceful ? Is this
state to be brought to the bar of justice like a delinquent individual ? Is the sovereignty of the state to be arraigned like
a culprit, or private offender ? Will the states undergo this
mortification?
I think this power perfectly unnecessary.
But let us pursue this subject farther.
What is to be done
if a judgment be obtained against a state ? Will you issue
afierifacias?
It would be ludicrous to say that you could
put the state's body in jail.
How is the judgment, then, to
be enforced ? A power which cannot be executed ought
not to be granted.
Let us consider the operation of the last sut!iect of its
cognizance.
"Controversies
between a state, or the citizens
thereof, and foreign states, citizens, or subjects."
There is
a confusion in this case.
This much, however, may be raised
out of it-- that a suit will be brought against Virginia.
She
may be sued by a foreign stale.
What reciprocity is there
in it? In a suit between Virginia and a foreigu state, is the
foreign state to be bound by the decision ? Is there a similar privilege given to us in foreign states ? Where will you
fiod a parallel regulation ? How will the decision be enfi_rced ? Only by the ultima ratio regum. A dispute between
a foreign citizen or subject and a Virginian cannot be tried in
our own courts, but must be decided in the federal court. Is
this the case in any other country?
Are not men obliged
to stand by the laws of the country where the disputes are ?
This is an innovation which is utterly unprecedented
and
unheard-of.
Cannot we trust the state courts with disputes between a Frenchman, or an Englishman, and a citizen; or with disputes between two Frenchmen ? This is
disgraceful; it will an,fihilate your state judiciary:
it will
prostrate .your legislature.
Thus, sir, it appears to me that the greater part of these
powers are unnecessary, and dangerous, as tending to impair, and ultimately destroy, the state iudiciaries, and, by
the same principle, the legislation of the state governments _.
To render it safe, there must be an amendment, such as I
have pointed out. After mentioning the original jurisdiction
of the Supreme Court, which extends to but three cases, it
gives it appellate jurisdiction, in all other cases mentioned,
both as to law and fact, indiscriminately and without limitation.
Why not remove the cause of fear and danger _
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But it is said that the regulations of Congress will remove
these.
I say that, in my opinion, they will have a contrary
effect, and will utterly annihilate your state courts. Who
are the court ? The iudges,
h is a familiar distinction.
We frequently speak of a court in contradistinction
from a
jury.
I think the court are to be the judges of this. Tile
judges on the bench are to be judges of fact and law, with
such exceptions, &c., as Congress shall make. Now, give
me leave to ask, Is not a jury excluded absohztely ? By
way of illustration, were Congress to _y that a jury, instead of a court, should judge the fact, will not the court
be still judges of the fact consistently with this Constitu,*i,_n ?
Congress may make such a regulation, or may not. But
suppose they do; what sort of a jury would they have in the
ten miles square?
I would rather, a thousand times, be
tried by a court than by such a jury.
This great palladium
of national safety, which is secured to us by our own government, will be taken from us in those courts; or, if it be
reserved, it will be but in name, and not in substance.
In
the government of Virginia, we have secured an impartial
jury of the vicinage.
We can except to jurors, and peremptorily challenge them in criminal trials. If I he tried in the
federal court for a crime whi,;h may affect my life, have I a
right of challenging or excel'ring to the .i_Jry? Have not
the best men suffered by weak and partial juries ? This
sacred right ought, thereibre, to be secured.
] dread the
ruin that will be brought on thirty thousand of our people,
with respect to disputed lands.
I am personally endangered
as an inhabitant of the Northern Neck.
The people of that
part will be obliged, by the operation of this power, to pay
the quitrent of their lands.
Whatever other gentlemen may
think, I consider this as a most serious alarm.
]t will little
avail a man to make a profession of his candor.
It is to his
character and reputation they will appeal.
I.,et gentlemen
consider my public and private character.
To these I wish
gentlemen to appeal for an interpretation of my motives and
views.
Lord Fairfax_s title was clear and undisputed.
After the revolution, we taxed his lands as private property.
After his death, an act of Assembly was made, in 17ff2, to
sequester the quitrents due, at his death, in the hands of
his debtors.
Next year, an act was made restoring them to
the executor of the proprietor.
Subsequent to this, the trea-
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ty of peace was made, by which it was agreed that there
should he no further confiscations.
But, after this, an a_'t
of' Assembly passed, confiscating his whole property. As
Lord FairFax's title was indisputably good, and as treath_s
are to be the supreme law of the land, will not his repre.sentatives be able to recover all in the federal court ? How
will gentlemen like to pay an additional tax on lands in the
Northern Neck?
This the operation of this system will
co_l,pel them to do. They now are su!!iect to the same tax
that other citizens are ; and if the quitrents be recovered in
the federal court, they are doubly taxed.
This may be
called an assertion; but were I going to my grave, I would
appeal to Heaven that I think it true.
How will a poor
man, who is injured or dispossessed uniustly, get a remedy ?
Is he to _¢o to the federal court, seven or eight hundred
miles? l-]-e mi_.ht as well give his claim up_ He may
grumble, but, finding no relie/, he will be contented.
Again, all that tract of country between the Blue Ridge
and the Alleghany Mountains will be claimed, and probably
recovered in the federal court, from the present possessors,
by those companies who have a title to them.
These lands
have been sold to a great number of people.
Many settled
on them, on terms which were advertised.
How will thi_
be with respect to ex post facto laws ? We have not only
confirmed the title of those who made the contract, but those
who did not, by a law, in 1779, on their paying the origin:d
price. Much was paid in a depreciated value, and muc'h
was not paid at all. Again, the great Indiana purchase,
which was made to the westward,
will, by this judicial
power, be rendered a cause of dispute.
The possessors may
be ejected from those lands.
That company paid a consideration of ten thousand pounds to the crown, before the
l_mds were taken up. I have heard gentlemen of the law
say (and I believe it is right) that, after the consider;_rion
was paid to the crown, the purchase was legally made, and
ought to be valid. That company may come in, and show
that they have paid the money, and have a full right to the
land. Of the Indiana company I need not say much.
It ts
well known that their claims will be brought before these
courts.
Three or four counties are settled on the land to
which that company claims a title, and have long enioyed it
pe _ceably. All these claims before those courts, if they sue-
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ceed, wdl introduce a scene of distress and confusion never
heard of before. Our peasants will be, like those mentioned
bay Virgil, reduced to ruin and misery, driven from their
rms, and obliged to leave their country:
" 2Vospatriamfugimus,

et dulcia linquimus

arva."

Having mentioned these things, give me leave to submit
an amendment, which I think would be proper and safe, and
would render our citizens secure in their possessions justly
held. I mean, sir, "that the judicial power shall extend to
no case where the cause of action shall have originated before the ratification of this Constitution, except in suits
for debts due to the United States, disputes between states
about their territory, and disputes between persons claiming
lands under grants of different states." In these cases,
there is an obvious necessity for giving it a retrospective
power. I have laid before you my idea o, the subject, and
expressed my fbars, which Imost conscientiously believe to
be well fbunded.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman having persuaded himself that it was calculated to
destroy the state governments, and to dispossess of their
property so great a proportion of this commonwealth, I am
not surprised at the opposition he has made. But, being
equally persuaded that his fears are groundless, I will endeavor to refute his objections where they do not appear to me
to be well tbunded. I shall be candid in my remarks. 1
acknowledge that this part does not stand in that form
which would be freest from objection. It might be better
exp,ressed.
t_ut, at the same time, truth obliges me to put a fair and
liberal interpretation upon the words. I believe the general
government will do what is for the interest of the United
_tates; because they have no substantial reason or inducement to violate their duty, nor are they warranted by this
part of the plan to commit the oppressions he dreads. The
general policy of that clause is to prevent all occasions of
having disputes with foreign powers, to prevent disputes
between different states, and remedy partial decisions. 1
believe this to be wise and salutary. The lateness of the
hour prevents my entering fully into the subject now. I
shall reserve my answi_r to some other day. But 1 cannot
sit down without adding a few words. He is displeased that
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there is no provision for peremptory challenges to juries
There is no such provision made in our Constitution or laws
The answer made by an honorable member lately is a full
answer to this.
He said, and with great propriety and truth,
that where a technical word was used, all the incidents belonging to it necessarily attended it. The right of challenging is incident to the trial by .jury, and therefore, as one is
secured, so is the other.
I hope gentlemen will see that the
dangers he has pointed out do not necessarily follow.
FRIDAY,

[The

1st and _2d sections of the 8d article

June _0, 17SS.

still under

consideration.]

Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, permit me to make a
few observations, which ,nay place this part in a more favorable light than the gentleman placed it in yester&,y.
It
mav_be proper to remark that the organization of the general government for the United States w'_s, in all its ])arts,
very difficult.
There was a peculiar difficulty in that of the
executive.
Every thing incident to it must have participated
in th:tt difficuhy.
Thnt mode which was judged most expedient was adopted, till experience should point out one
more eligible.
This part w_s also attended with difficulties.
It claims the indulgence of a fair and liberal interpretation.
I will not deny that, according to my view of the sut!iect, a
more accurate attention might place' it in terms which would
exclude some of the objections now made to it. But if we
take a liberal construction, I think we shall find no_hing danzerous or inadmissible in it. In compositions of this kind,
it is difficult to avoid technical terms which have the same
meaning.
An attention to this may satisf_ gentlemen that
precision was not so easily obtained as may be imngined.
[
will illustrate this by one thing in the Constiu,tion.
There,
is a general power to provide courts to try felonies and l)ir,,cies committed on the hizh se',s. Pira@ is a word whi('h
m _y be considered as a term o.f the law of nations.
Felon/:,!
is a word unknown to the law of nations, and is to be fo,md
i, the British laws, and fi-om thence adopted in the laws of
these states.
It was thouzht dishono,'ablc to have recou,'s_'
to that standard.
A technical term of the law of nations is
therefore used, that we sho_,Id find ourselves authorized to
introduce it into the laws of the United States.
The first
question which I shall consider is, whether the subjects of
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its cognizance be proper subjects of a federal jurisdiction.
The second will be, whether the provisions respecting it be
consistent with safety and propriety, will answer the purposes intended, and suit local circumstances.
The first class of eases to which its .jurisdiction exte,_ds
are those which may arise under the Constitution ; and this is
to extend to equity as well as law. It may be a misfortune
that, in organizing any government, the explication of its
authority should be left to any of its coSrdinate branches.
There is no example in any country where it is otherwise.
There is a new policy in submitting it to the judiciary of the
United States. That causes of a t_deral nature will arise,
will be obvious to every gentleman who will recollect that
the states are laid under resJ:rictions,and that the rights of
the Union are secured by these restrictiolls. They may involve equitable as well as legal controversies. With respect
to the laws of the Union, it is so necessary and expedient that
the judicial power should correspond with the legislative,
that it has not been objected to. With respect to treaties,
there is a peculiar propriety in the judieiary's expounding
them.
These may involve us in controversies with foreign nations. It is necessary, therefore, that they should be determined in the courts of the general government. There
are strong reasons why there should be a Supreme Court to
decide such disputes. If, in any case, uniformity be necessary, it must be in the exposition of treaties. The establishment of one revisionary superintending power can alone
secure such uniformity.
The same principles hold with
respect to eases affecting ambassadors and foreign ministers.
To the same principles may also be referred their cognizance
in admiralty and maritime cases. As our intercourse with
foreign nations will be affected by decisions of this kind,
they ought to be uniform. This can only be done by giving
the federal .judiciary exclusive jurisdiction. Controversies
affecting the interest of the United States ought to be determined by their own judiciary, and not be left to partial,
local tribunals.
The next ease, where two or more states are the parties,
is not objected to. Provision is made for this by the existing Articles of Confederation, and there can be no impro! riety in referring such disputes to this tribunal.
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Its jurisdiction in controversies between a state and citizens of another state is much objected to, and perhaps.
without reason.
It is not in the power of individuals to caU
any state into court.
The only operation it can have, is
that, if a state should wish to bring a suit against a citizen, it
must be brought before the federal court.
This will give
satisfaction to individuals, as it will prevent citizens, on
whom a state may have a claim, being dissatisfied with the
state courts.
It is a case which cannot often happen, alld
if it should be found improper, it will be altered.
But it
may be attended with good effects. This may be illustrated
by other cases.
It is provided, that citizens of different
states may be carried to the federal courts.
But this will not go beyond the cases where they may be
parties.
A.femme corert m_y be a citizen of another state,
but cannot be a party ill this court.
A sut!iect of a foreign
power, having a dispute with a citizen of this state, may
carry it to the federal court; but an alien enemy, cannot
bring suit at all. It appears to me that this can have no
oper;_tion but this_to
give a citizen a right to be heard in
the federal courts; and if a state should condescend to be a
party, this court may take cognizance of it.
As to its cognizance of disputes between citizens of different states, I will not say it is a matter of much importance.
Perhaps it might be left to the state courts.
But I sim'erely
believe this provision will be rather salutary than otherwise.
It m _v happen that a strong prt_iudice may arise, in some
states) against the citizens of others, who m_v have claims
affainst them.
We know what t,_rdy, and even defective,
atlmiuistrafion of justice has h,_ppened in some states.
A citize'_ of another state might not chance to get justice in a
st.:Ire court, and at all events he might think himself iniured.
To the next clause there is no objection.
'Fhe next case provides tbr disputes between a foreign
stat,, and one of our states, should such a case ever arise;
a,m between a citizen and a tbreign citizen or sul!iect.
!
uo not conceive that any controversy can ever be decided, in
these courts, between an American state and a foreign state,
without the consent of the parties.
If they consent, provision is here made. The disputes ought to be tried by the
national tribunal.
This is consonant to the law of nations.
Could there be a more favorable or eligible provision to
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avoid controversies with foreign powers ? Ought it to be
put in the power of a member of the Union to drag the
whole community into war ? As the national tribunal is to
decide, justice will be done.
It appears to me, from this
review, that though, on some of the subjects of this ju,'isdiction, it may seldom or never operate, and though others be
of infhrior consideratiou, yet they are mostly of great ira.
portance, and indispensably necessary.
The second question which I proposed to consider, was,
whether such organization be made as would be safe and
convenie_Jt for the states, and the people at large.
Let us
suppose that the subiects of its jurisdiction are only enumerated, alld power given to the general legislature to establish
such courts as might be .judged necessary and expedient; do
not think that, in that case, any rational objection could be
made to it, any more than would be made to a general
power of legislation in certain enumerated cases.
If that
would be safe, this appears to me better and more restrictive, so far as it may be abused by extension of power.
The most material part is the discrimination of superior and
inferior jurisdiction, and the arrangement of its powers; as,
where it shall have original, and where appellate cognizance.
Where it speaks of app_;llate .jurisdiction, it expressly provides that such regulations will be made as will accommodate
every citizen, so far as practicable in any government.
The
principal criticism which has been made, was against the;
appellate cognizance as well of fact as law. I am happy
that the honorable member who presides, and who is familiarly acquainted with the subject, does not think it involves
any thing unnecessarily dangerous.
I think that the distinction of fact, as well as law, may be satisfied by the
discrimin_tion of the civil and common law.
But if gentlemen should contend that appeals, as to fact, can be ex_ended to jury cases, I contend that, by the word regulation._, it is in the power of Congress to prevent it, or prescribe such a mode as will secure the privilege of jury trial.
They may make a regulation to prevent such appeals entirely ; or they may remand the fact, or send it to an inferior
,:ontiguous court, to be tried; or otherwise preserve that
an,:ient and important trial.
Let me observe that, so far as the .judicial power may extend to controversies between citizens of different states,
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and so far as it gives them power to correct, by another tnah
a verdict obtained by local prejudices, it is filvorable to those
states which carry on commerce.
There are a nnmber of
commercial states which carry on trade for other states.
Should the states in debt to them make unjust regulations,
the justice that would be obtained by the creditors might be
merely imaginary and nomilml.
It might be either entirely
denied, or partially granted.
This is no imagillary evil.
Before the war, New York was to a great amount a creditor
of Connecticut.
While it depended on the laws alld regulatiolls of Connecticut, she might withhold payment.
If l be
not misinformed, there were reasons to complain.
These
illiberal regulations and causes of complaint obstruct comnwrce.
So far as this power may be ex_rcised, Virginia
will be benefited by it. It appears to me, from the most
correct view, that, by the word regulations, authority is
_iven them to provide against the inconveniences;
and so
far as it is exceptionable, they can remedy it. This tJ,cv
will do if they be worthy of the trust we put in them. "1
think them worthy of that confidence which that paper puts
ill them. Were I to select a power which might be given
with confideJJce, it would be judicial power.
This power
c_lnnot be abused, withoul raising the indignation of all the
people of the states.
I cannot conceive that they would
encounter this odium.
Leaving behind them their character
and friends, and carrying with them local prejudices, I cannot think they would run such a risk. That men should be
brought from all parts of the Union to the seat of government, on trivial occasions, cannot reasonably be supposed.
It is a species of possibility ; but there is every degree of
probability against it. I would as soon believe that, by
virtue of the power of collecting taxes or customs, they
would compel every man to go and pay the money for his
taxes, with his own hands, to the federal treasurer, as I
would believe this.
If they would not do the one, they
would not the other.
I am of opinion (and my reasoning and conclusions are
drawn from thcts) that, as far as the power of Congress can
extend, the judicial power will be accommodated to ever)'
part of America.
Under this conviction l conclude that the
legislation, instead of making the Supreme Federal Court
absolutely stationary, will fix it in different parts of the con-
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tinent, to render it more convenient.
I think this idea per
fectly warrantable.
There is an example, within our knowledge, which illustrates it. By the Confederation, Congress
have an exclusive right of establishing rules for deciding, in
all cases, what captures should be legal, and establishing
courts for determining such cases finally.
A court was
established for that purpose, which was at first stationary.
Experience, and the desire of accommodating the decision
of this court to the convenience of the citizens of the different parts of America, had this effect--it
soon became a
regulation that this court should be held in different parts of
America, and it was held accordingly.
If such a regulation
was made, when only the interest of the small number of
people who are concerned with captures was affected, will
not the public convenience be consulted,, when that of a
very considerable proportion of the people of America will
be concerned ? It will be also in the power of Congress to
vest this power in the state courts, both inferior and superior.
This they will do, when they find the tribunals of the states
established on a good footing.
Another example will illustrate this subject further.
By
the Confederation,
Congress are authorized to establish
courts for trying piracies and fehmies committed on the high
seas. Did they multiply courts unnecessarily in this ease ?
No, sir; they invested the admiralty courts of each state
with this jurisdiction.
Now, sir, if there will be as much
sympathy between Congress and the people as now, we
may fairly conclude that the federal cognizance will be
vested in the local tribunals.
I have observed that gentlemen suppose that the general
legislature will do every thing mischievous they possibly can,
and that they will omit to do every thing good which they
are authorized to do. If this were a reasonable supposition,
their objections would be good. I consider it reasonable to
conclude that they will as readily do their duty as deviate
from it ; nor do I go on the grounds mentioned by gentlemen on the other side--that
we are to place unlimited
confidence in them, and expect nothing but the most exalted
integrity and sublime virtue.
But l go on this great republican principle, that the people will have virtue and intelligence to select men of virtue and wisdom.
Is there no
t,irtue among us ? If there be not, we are in a wretchetl
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situation. No theoretical checks, no form of government,
can render us secure.
To suppose that any form of government will secure liberty or happiness without any virtu_ il
the people, is a chimerical idea. If there be sntficient virtue
and intelligence in the community, it will be exercised in the
selection of these men ; so that we do not depend on their
virtue, or put confidence in our rulers, but in the people who
are to choose them.
Having taken this general view of the subject, I will now
advert to what has fallen from the honorable gentleman who
presides. His criticism is, that the judiciary has not been
guarded from an increase of the salary of the judges.
I
wished myself to"insert a restraint on the augmentation, as
well as diminution, of their compensation, and supported it
in the Convention.
But I was overruled. I must state the
reasons which were urged. They had great weight.
The
business must increase. If there was no power to increase
their pay, according to the increase of business, during the
life of the judges, it might happen that there would be snch
an accumulation of business as would reduce the pay to a
most trivial consideration.
This reason does not hold as to
the President ; for, in the short period in which he presides,
this cannot happen. His salary ought not, therefore, to be
increased.
It was objected, yesterday, that there was no
provision for a.jury fi'om the vicinage.
If it could have been
done with safety, it would not have been opposed. It might
so happen that a trial would be impracticable in the country.
Suppose a rebellion in a whole district ; would it not be impossible to get a jury?
The trial by jury is held as sacred
in England as in America.
There are deviations from it in
England ; yet greater deviations have happened here, since
we established our independence, than have taken place
there for a long time, though it be left to the l.egislative discretion.
It is a misfortune in any case that this trial should
be departed from; yet in some cases it is necessary.
It
must be, therefore, left to the discretion of the legislature to
modify"it according to circumstances.
This is a complete
and satisfactory answer.
It was objected, that this .jurisdiction would extend to all
cases, and annihilate the state courts.
At this moment of
time, it might happen that there are many disputes between
citizens of different states. But in the ordinary state of
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things, I believe that any gentleman will think that the far
greater number of causes mninety-nine
out of a hundred
will remain with the state .judiciaries.
All controversies
directly between citizen and citizen will still remain with
the local courts.
The number of cases within the jurisdiction of these courts is very small when compared to those in
which the local tribunals will have cognizance.
No accurate
calculation can be made; but I think that any gendeman
who will contemplate the subject at all must be struck with
this truth.
[Here Mr. Madison spoke too low to be understood.]
As to vexatious appeals, they can be remedied by Congress.
It would seldom happen that mere wantonness
would produce such an appeal, or induce a man to sue unjustly.
If the courts were on a good footing in tile states,
what can induce them to take so much trouble ? I have
frequently, in the discussion of this subject, been struck with
one remark.
It has been urged that this would be oppressive to those who, by imprudence or otherwise, come under the
denomination of debtors.
I know not how this can be conceived.
I will venture one observation.
If this system
should have the effect of establishing universal justice, and
accelerating it throughout America, it will be one of tile most
tbrtunate circumstances that could happen for those men.
With respect to that class of citizens, compassion is their due.
To those, however, who are involved in such encumbrances,
relief cannot be granted.
Industry and economy are the
only resources.
It is vain to wait for mone+', or temporize.
The great desiderata are public and private confidence.
No
country in the world can do without them.
Let the influx
of money be ever so great, if there be no confidence, property
will sink in value, and there will be no inducement or emulation to industry.
The circulation of confidence is better
than the circulation of money.
Compare the situation of
nations in Europe, where justice is administered with celerity,
to that of those where it is refused, or administered
tardily.
Confidence produces the best effects in the former. The
establishment of confidence will raise the value of property,
and relieve those who are so unhappy as to be involved in
debts.
If this be maturely considered, I think it will be
found that, as far as it will establish uniformity of justice, it
will be of real advantage to such persons.
I will not enter
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into those considerations
which the honorable gentleman
added.
I hope some other gentleman will undertake
to
answer.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, I have already expressed
painlhl sensations at the surrender of our great rights, and 1
am again driven to the mournful recoellction.
The purse is
gone ; tile sword is gone ; and here is the only thing of any
importance that is to remain with us. As I think this is a
more fatal defect than any we have yet considered, tbrgive
me if I attempt to rethte the observations made by the honorable member in the chair, and last up. It appears to me
that the powers in the section before you are either impracticable, or, if reducible to practice, dangerous in the extreme.
The honorable gentleman began in a manner which surprised me. It was observed that our state judges might be
contented to be federal judges and state judges also. If
we are to be deprived of that class of men, and if they are
to combine against us with :he general government, we are
gon e.
I consider the Virginia judici_,ry as one of the best barriers
against strides of power _ against that power which, we
are told by the honorable gentleman, has threatened the destruction of liberty.
Pardon me ibr expressing my extreme
regret that it is in their power to take away that barrier.
Gentlemen will not say that any danger can be expected
from the state legislatures.
So small are the barriers against
the eneroachments and usurpations of Congress, that, when
I see this last harrier _ the independency of the judges
impaired, I am persuaded I see the prostration of all our
rights.
In what a situation will your judges be, when they
are sworn to preserve the Constitution of the state and of
the general government ! If there be a eoneurrent dispute
between them, whieh wil[ prevail ? They cannot serve two
masters struggling for the same object.
The laws of Congress being paramount to those of the states, and to their
constitutions also, whenever they come in competition, the
judges must deeide in favor of the former.
This, instead
of relieving or aiding me, deprives me of my only comfort
the independency of the judges.
The judiciary are the sole
proteetion against a tyrannical execution of the laws.
But
if by this system we lose our judiciary, and they cannot help
us, we must sit down quietly, and be oppressed.
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The appellate jurisdiction as to law and fact, notwithstanding the ingenuity of gentlemen, still, to me, carries
those terrors which my honorable friend described. 'this
does not include law, in the common acceptation of it, but
goes to equity and admiralty, leaving what we commonly
understand by common law out altogether. We are told of
technical terms, and that we must put a liberal construction
on it. We must judge by the common understanding ,_f
common men. Do the expressions "fact and law" relate
to cases of admiralty and chancery jurisdiction only ? No,
sir, the least attention will convince us that they extend to
common-law cases. Three cases are contradistinguished
from the rest. " In all cases affecting ambassadors, other
public ministers, and consuls, and those in which a state
shall be a party, the Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction. In all the other cases before mentioned, the Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction, both as to law
and fact." Now, sir, what are we to understand by these
words? What are the cases before mentioned ? Cases of
common law, as well as of equity and admiralty. I confess
I was surprised to hear such an explanation from an understanding more penetrating and acute than mine. We are
told that the cognizance of law and fact is satisfied by cases
of admiralty and chancery. The words are expressly against
it. Nothing can be more clear and incontestable. This
will, in its operation, destroy the trial by jury. The verdict
of an impartial .jury will be reversed by.judges unacquainted
with the circumstances. But we are told that Congress are
to make regulations to remedy this. I may be told that I
am bold; but I think myself, and I hope to be able to prove
to others, that Congress cannot, by any act of theirs, alter
this jurisdiction as established. It appears to me that no
law of Congress can alter or arrange it. It is subject to
be regulated, but is it subject to be abolished ? If Congress alter this part, they will repeal the Constitution. Does
it give them power to repeal itself? What is meant by
such words ill common parlance ? If you are obliged to
do certain business, you are to do it under such modifications
as were originally designed. Can gentlemen support their
argument by regular o,"logical conclusions ? When Congress,
by virtue of this sweeping clause, will organize these courts,
they cannot depart from the Constitution ; and their laws in
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opposition to the Constitution would be void. If Congress,
under the specious pretence of pursuing this clause, altered
it, and prohibited appeals as to fact, the federal judges, if
they spoke the sentiments of independent men, would declare their prohibition nugatory and void. In every point of
view, it seems to me that it will continue in as full force as
it is now, notwithstandin_ any regulations they may attempt
to make. What then, Mr. Chairman ? We are told that,
if this does not satis(y every mind, they will yield.
It is
not satisfactory to my mind, whatever it may be to others.
The honorable gentleman has told us that our representatives will mend every defect.
I do not know how often
we have recurred to that source, but I can find no consolation in it.
Who are they ? Ourselves.
What is their
duty ? To alter the spirit of the Constitution--to
new
model it ? Is that their duty, or ours?
It is our duty to
rest our rights on a certain foundation, and not trust to future contingencies.
We are told of certain difficulties.
I acknowledge it is
difficuh to form a constitution.
But I have seen difficulties
conquered which were as unconquerable as this. We are
told that trial by .jury is difficult to be had in certain cases.
Do we not know the meaning of the term?
We are also
told it is a technical term.
I see one thing in this Constitution ; I made the observation before, and I am still of
the same opinion, that every thing with respect to privileges
is so involved in darkness, it makes me suspicious--not
of
those gentlemen who formed it, but of its operations in its
resent form. Could not precise terms have been used ?
ou find, by the observations of the gentleman last up, that,
when there is a plenitude of power, there is no difficulty;
but when you come to a plain thing, understood by all
America, there are contradictions, ambiguities, difficulties,
and what not. Trial by jury is attended, it seems, with
insuperable difficulties, and therefore omitted altogether in
civil cases. But an idea is held out that it is secured in
criminal cases.
I had rather it had been left out altogether
than have it so vaguely and equivocally provided for. Poor
people do not understand technical terms.
Their rights
ought to be secured in language of which they know the
meaning.
As they do not know the meaning of such terms,
they may be injured with impunity.
If they dare oppose
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the hands of tyrannical power, you will see what has been
practised elsewhere. They may be tried by the most partial powers, by their most implacable enemies, and be sentenced and put to death, with all the forms of a fair trial.
I would rather be left to the judges. An abandoned juror
would not dread the loss of character like a .judge. From
these, and a thousand other considerations, I would rather
the trial by .jury were struck out altogether. There is no
right of challenging partial jurors. The.re is no common
law of America, (as has heen said,) nor constitution, but
that on .your table. If" there be neither common law nor
constituuon, there can be no right to challenge partial jurors.
Yet the right is as valuable as the trial by jury itself.
My honorable friend's remarks were right, with respect to
incarcerating a state. It would ease my mind, if the honorable gentleman would tell me the manner in which money
should be paid, if, in a suit between a state and individuals,
the state were cast. The honorable gentleman, perhaps, does
not mean to use coercion, but some gentle caution. I shall
give my voice for the federal cognizance only where it will
be for the public liberty and safety. Its jurisdiction, in disputes hetween citizens of different states, will be productive
of the most serious inconveniences. The citizens of border
ing states have frequent intercourse with one another. From
the proximity of the states to each other, a multiplicity of
these suits will be instituted. I beg gentlemen to inform
me of this _ in what courts are they to go and by what law
are they to be tried ? Is it by a law of Pennsylvania or
Virginia? Those judges must be acquainted with all the
laws of the different states. I see arising out of that paper
a tribunal that is to be recurred to in all cases, when the
destruction of the state judiciaries shall happen; and, from
the extensive .jurisdiction of these paramount courts, the state
courts must soon be annihilated.
It may be remarked that here is presented to us that
which is execrated in some parts of the states -- I mean a
retrospective law.
This, wilh respect to property, is as
odious as an ez post facto law is with respect to persons. I
look upon them as one and the same thing. The jurisdicti'on of controversies between citizens, and foreign subjects
and citizens, will operate retrospectively. Every thing with
respect to the treaty with Great Britain and other nations
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will be involved by it. Every man who owes any thing to
a subject of Great Britain, or any other nation, is subject to
a tribunal that he knew not when he made the contract.
Apply this to our citizens. If ever a suit be instituted by a
British creditor for a sum which the dethndant does not in
fact owe, he had better pay it than appeal to the federal Supreme Court. Will gentlemen venture to ruin their own
citizens ? Foreigners may ruin every man in this state by
unjust and vexatious suits and appeals. 1 need only touch
it, to remind every gentleman of the danger.
No objection is made to their cognizance of disputes between citizens of the same state, claiming lands under grants
of different states.
As to controversies between a state and the citizens of
another state, his construction of it is to me pert_ctly incomprehensible. He says it will seldom happen that a state has
such demands on individuals. There is nothing to warrant
such an assertion. But he says that the state may be
p)aiutiffonly. If gentlemen pervert the most clear expressions, and the usual meaning of the language of the people,
there is an end of all argument. What says the paper?
That it shall have cognizance of controversies between a
state and citizens of another state, without discriminating
between plaintiff and defendant. What says the honorable
gentleman ? The contrary--that
the state can only be
plaintiff When the state is debtor, there is no reciprocity.
It seems _o me that gentlemen may put what construction
they please on it. What ! is justice to be done to one part)',
and not to the other ? If gentlemen take this liberty now,
what will they not do when our rights and liberties are
in their power? He said it was necessary to provide a
tr.ibun:.dwh¢'n the case happened, though it would happen but
seldom. The power is necessary, because New York could
not, before the war, collect money from Connecticut! The
state judiciaries are so degraded that t'hey cannot be trusted.
This is a dangerous power which is thus instituted. For
what ? For things which will seldom happen; and yet,
because there is a possibility that the strong, energetic government may want it, it shall be produced and thrown in
the general scale of power. I confess I think it dangerous.
Is it not the first time, among civilized mankind, that there
was a tribunal to try disputes between the aggregate society
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and foreign nations ? Is there any precedent for a tribunal
to try disputes between foreign nations and the states of
America ? The honorable gentleman said that the consent
of the parties was necessary : I say that a previous consent
might leave it to arbitration.
It is but a kind of arbitration
at best.
To hear gentlemen of such penetration make use of such
arguments, to persuade us to part with that trial by jury, is
very astonishing.
We are told that we are to part with that
trial by jury which our ancestors secured their lives and
property with, and we are to build castles in the air, and
substitute visionary modes of decision for that noble palladium.
I hope we shall never be induced, by such arguments,
to part with that excellent mode of trial.
No appeal can
now be made as to fact in common-law suits.
The unanimous verdict of twelve impartial men cannot be reversed.
I shall take the liberty of reading to the committee the
sentiments of the learned Judge Blaekstone, so often quoted,
on the subject.
[Here Mr. Henry read the eulogium of that wrltpr on this trial.
Blackstone's Commentaries,iii. 319."1
T.he opinion of this learned writer is more forcible and
cogent than any thing I could, say. Notwithstanding
the
transcendent
excellency of this trial, its essentiality to the
preservation of liberty, and the extreme danger of substituting any other mode, yet we are now about to alienate it.
But on this occasion, as on all others, we are admonished
to rely on the wisdom and virtue of our rulers. We are told
that the members from Georgia, New Hampshire, &e., will not
dare to infringe this privilege; that, as it would excite the
indignation of the people, they would not attempt it: that
is, the enormity of the offence is urged as a security a_ainst
its commmslon.
It is so abominable that Congress will not
exercise it. Shall we listen to arguments like these, when
trial by jury is about to be relinquished ? I beseech you to
consider before you decide.
1 ask you, What is the value
of that privilege?
When Congress, in all the plenitude of
their arrogance, magnificence, and power, can take it fi'om
you, will you be satisfied ? Are we to go so far as to
concede every thing to the virtue of Congress?
Throw
yourselves at once on their mercy; be no longer free than
their virtue will predominate : if this will satisfy republican
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minds, there is an end of every thing.
I disdain to hola any
thing of any man. We ought to cherish that disdain.
America viewed with indiznation the idea of holding her
rights of England.
The _arliament
gave you the most
solemn assurances that they would not exercise this power
Were you satisfied with their promises?
No.
Did you
trust any man on earth?
No. You answered that you
disdained to hold your innate, indefeasible rights of any one.
Now, you are called upon to give an exorbitant and most
alarming power.
The genius of my countrymen is the same
now that it was then.
They have the same feelings.
They
are equally martial and bold. Will not their answer therefore be the same?
I hope that gentlemen will, on a fair
investigation,
be candid, and not on every occasion recur to
the virtue of our representatives.
When deliberating on the relinquishment of the sword and
purse, we have a right to some other reason than the possible virtue of our rulers.
We are informed that the strength
and energy of the government call for the surrender of this
right.
Are we to make our country strong by giving up
our privileges ? I tell you that, if you judge from reason, or
the experience of other nations, you will find that your
country will be great and respectable according as you will
preserve this great privilege.
It is prostrated by that paper.
Juries from the vicinage being not secured, this right is in
reality sacrificed.
All is gone.
And why?
Because a
rebellion may arise. Resistance will come from certain
countries, and juries will come from the same countries.
I trust the honorable gentleman, on a better recollection,
will be sorry for this observation.
Why do we love this trial
by jury ? Because it prevents the hand of oppression from
cutting you off. They may call any thing rebellion, and
deprive you of a fair trial by an impartial jury of your
neighbors.
Has not your mother country magnanimously
preserved this noble privilege upwards of a thousand years ?
Did she relinquish a jury of the vicinage because there was
a possibility of resistance to oppression ? She has been
ma.gnanimous, enough to resist every attempt to take away
this privilege.
She has had magnanimity enough to rebel
when her rights were infrinzed.
That country had juries
of hundredors for many generations.
And shall Americans
give up that which nothing could induce the English people
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to rehnquish ? The idea is abhorrent to my mind. There
was a time when we should have spurned at it. This gives
me comfort -- that, as long as I have existence, my neighbors
will protect me. Old as l am, it is probable ] may yet have
the appellation of rebel. I trust that I shall see congressional oppression crushed ill embryo.
As this government
stands, [ despise and abhor it. Gentlemen demand it,
though it takes away the trial by jury in civil cases, and
does worse than t_ke it away in criminal cases.
It is gone
unless you preserve it now.
I beg pardon for speaking so
long. Many more observations will present themselves to
the minds of gentlemen when they analyze this part. We
find enough, from what has been said, to come to this
conclusion --that it was not intended to have jury trials at all ;
because, difficult as it was, the name was known, and it
might have been inserted.
Seeing that appeals are given,
in matters of fact, to the Supreme Court, we are led to
believe that you must carry your witnesses an immense
distance to the seat of government, or decide appeals according to the Roman law.
I shall add no more, but that I
hope that gentlemen will recgllect what they are about to
do, and consider that they are going to give up this last and
best privilege.
Mr. PENDLETON.
Mr. Chairman, before I enter upon
the ol!ieetions made to this part, I will observe that I should
suppose, if there were any person in this audience who had
not read this Constitution, or who had not heard what has
been said, and should have been told that the trial hy jury
was intended to be taken away, he would be surprised to
find, on examination, that there was no exclusion of it in
civil eases, and that it was expressly provided for in criminal
eases.
I never could see such intention, or any tendency
towards it. I have not heard any arguments of that kind
used in favor of the Constitution.
If there were any words
in it which said that trial by jury should not be used, it would
be dangerous.
I find it secured in criminal eases, and that
the trial is to be had in the state where the crime shall have
been committed.
It is strongly insisted that the privilege of
challenging, or excepting to the jury, is not secured.
When
the Constitution says that the trial shall be by jury, does it
not say that every incident will zo along with it ? I think
the honorable gentleman was mistaken yesterday in his reasoning on the propriety of a jury from the vicinage.
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He supposed that a jury from the neighborhood is had from
this view-- that they should be acquainted with the personal
character of the person accused.
I thought it was with another view--that
the jury should have some personal knowledge of the fact, and acquaintance with the witnesses, who
will come from the nPighborhood.
How is it understood in
this state ? Suppose a man, who lives in Winchester, commits a crime at Norfblk ; the jury to try him must come, not
from Winchester,
but from the neighborhood of Norfolk.
Trial byjury is secured by this system in criminal cases, as
are all the incidental circumstances relative to it. The honorable gentleman yesterday made an objection to that clause
which says that the judicial power shall be vested in one Supreme Court, and such inferior courts as Congress may ordain
and establish.
He objects that there is an unlimited power
of" appointing inferior courts.
I refer to that gentleman,
whether it would have been proper to limit this power.
Could those gentlemen who framed that instrument have
exteuded their ideas to all the necessities of the United
States, and seen every case in which it would be necessary
to have an inferior tribunal?
By the regulations of Congress, they may be accommodated to public convenience and
utility.
We may expect that there will be an inferior court
in each state ; each state will insist on it ; and each, for that
reason, will agree to it.
To show the impropriety of fixing the number of inferior
courts, suppose our Constitution had confined the legislature
to any particular number of inferior jurisdictions;
there it
would remain; nor could it be increased or diminished, as
circumstances would render it necessary.
But as it is, the
legislature can by laws change it from time to time, as circumstances will require.
What would have been the consequences to the western district, if the legislature had been
restrained in this particular ? The emigrations to that country rendered it necessary to establish a jurisdiction there
equal in rank to the General Court in this part of the state.
This was convenient to them, and could be no inconvenience
to us. At the same time, the legislature did not lose sight
of making every part of society subject to the supreme tribunal. An appeal was allowed to the Court of Appeals here.
This was necessary.
Has it produced any inconvenience ?
! have not seen any appeal fi'om that court. Its organiza-
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tion ha, produced no inconvenience whatever,
This proves
that it is trotter to leave them unsettled, than fixed in the
Constitution,
With respect to the subjects of its .jurisdiction,
1 consider them as Irving of a general and not local nature,
and therefore as propel" subjects of a federal court.
I shall
not enter into an examination of each part, but make some
reply to the observations of the honorable gentleman.
His next objection was to the first two clauses--cases
arising under the Constitution, and laws made in pursuance
thereof.
Are you to refer these to the state courts?
Must
not the judicial powers extend to enforce the federal laws,
govern its own officers, and confine them to the line of their
duty?
Must it not protect them, in the proper exercise of
duty, against all opposition, whether from individuals or state
laws ? No, say gentlemen, because the legislature may make
oppressive laws, or partial judges may.g!ve them a partial
interpretation.
This is carrying susplc_on to an extreme
which tends to prove there should he no legislative or.judiciary at all. The fair inference is, that oppressive laws
will not be warranted by the Constitution, nor attempted by
our representatives, who are selected for their ability and integrity, and that honest, independent judges will never admit
an oppressive construction.
But, then, we are alarmed with the idea of its being a
consolidated government.
It is so, say gentlemen, in the
executive and legislative, and must be so in the judiciary.
I
never conceived it to be a consolidated _overnment, so as to
involve the interest of all America.
Ot" the two objects of
judicial cognizance, one is general and national, and the
other local. The former is given to the general judiciary,
and the latter left for the local tribunals.
They act in cooperation, to secure our liberty.
For the sake of economy,
the appointment of these courts might be in the state courts.
I rely on an honest interpretation from independent judges.
An honest man would not serve otherwise, because it would
be to serve a dishonest purpose.
To give execution to
oper laws, in a proper manner, is their peculiar province.
here is no inconsistency, impropriety, or danger, in giving
the state judges the federal cogmzance.
Every gentleman
who beholds my situation, my infirmity, and various other
considerations, will hardly suppose I carry my view to an
accumulation of power.
Ever since I had any power, I was
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more anxious to discharge my duty than to increase my
power.
The impossibility of calling a sovereign state before the
jurisdiction of another sovereign state, shows the propriety
and necessity of vesting this tribunal with the decision of
controversies to which a state shall be a party.
But the principal objection of that honorable gentleman
was, that.jurisdiction was given it in disputes between citizens of different states. I think, in general, those decisions
might be left to the state tribunals; especially as citizens
of one state are declared to be citizens of all. I think it
will, in general, be so left by the regulations of Congress.
But may no case happen in which it may be proper to give
the federal courts .jurisdiction in such a dispute ? Suppose
a bond given by a citizen of Rhode Island to one of our
citizens. The regulations of that state being unfavorable
to the claims of the other states, if he is obliged to go to
Rhode Island to recover it, he will be obliged to accept payment of one third, or less, of his money. He cannot sue in
the Supreme Court, but he may sue in the federal inferior
court; and on judgment to be paid one for ten, he may get
justice by appeal. Is it an eligible situation? Is it just
that a man should run the risk of losing nine tenths of his
claim ? Ought he not to he able to carry it to that court
where unworthy principles do not prevail? Paper money
and tender laws may be passed in other states, in opposition
to the t_deral principle, and restriction of this Constitution,
and will need jurisdiction in the federal judiciary, to stop its
pernicious effects.
Where is the d.m_,er, in the case put, of malice producing
an assignment of a bond to a citizen of a neighboring state
$I:lryland ? I have before supposed that there would be
an inferior federal court in every state. Now, this citizen
of Maryland, to whom this bond is assigned, cannot sue out
process from the supreme federal court to carry his debtor
thither. He c_nnot carry him to Maryland. He must sue
him in the inferior federal court in Virginia. He can only
go farther hy appeal. The creditor cannot appeal. He
gets a judgment.
An appeal can be had only on application
of the-de_ndant, who thus gains a privilege instead of an
injury ; so that the observation of the honorable gentleman
_snot well founded. It was said by the honorable gentle.
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man to-day, that no regulation Congress would make could
prevent from applying to common-law cases matters of law
and fact.
In the construction of general words of this sort,
they will apply concurrently to different purposes.
We give
them that distributive interpretation, and liberal explication,
which will not make them mischievous; and if this can he
done by a court, surely it can by a legislature.
When it
appears that the interpretation made by legislative bodies, in
carrying acts into execution, is thus liberal and distributive,
there is no danger here.
The honorable gentleman was
mistaken when he supposed that I said, in cases where the
competency of evidence is questioned, the fact was to be
changed in the superior court.
I said, the fact was not at all
to be affected.
I described how the superior court was Io
proceed, and, when it settled that point, if another trial was
necessary, the)" sent the cause back, and then it was tried
again in the inferior court.
The honorable gentleman has proposed an amendment
which he supposes would remove those inconveniences.
1
attended to it, and it gave great force to my opinion that it
is better to leave it to be amended by the regulations of
Congress.
What is to be done in cases where juries have
been introduced in tile admiralty and chancery ? In the
admiralty, juries sometimes decide facts.
Sometimes in
chancery, when the judges are dissatisfied, fi'om the want of
testimony or other cause, they send it to be tried by a jury
When the jury determines, they settle it. Let the gentleman review his amendment.
It strikes me forcibly that it
would be better to leave it to Congress than to introduce
amendments which would not answer.
I mentioned yesterday that, from the situation of the states, appeals could]lot be
abused.
The honorable gentleman to-day said it was putting too much confidence in our agents and rulers.
I h,avc
it to all mankind, whether it be not a reasonable confidence.
Will the representatives of any twelve states sacrifice their
own interest, and that of their fellow-citizens, to answ_r no
purpose ? But suppose we should happen to be dec,'ived ;
have we no security ? So great is the spirit of.America, that
it was found sufficient to oppose the greatest power in the
world.
Will not the American spirit protect us against any
danger from our own representatives?
It being now late, 1
shall add no more.
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Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, the objection
[ made, respecting the assignment of a bond from a cilizen
of this state to a citizen of another state, remains still in
force. The honorable gentleman has said that there can be
no dange,', in the first instance, because it is not within the
original .jurisdiction of the Supreme Court; but that the suit
must be brought in the inferior federal court of Virginia.
He supposes there can never be an appeal, in this case, by
the plaintiff, because he gets a judgment on his bond; and
that the defendant alone can appeal, who theretbre, instead
of being injured, obtains a privilege.
Permit me to examine
the force of this. By means of a suit, on a real or fictitious
el.lira, the citizens of the most distant states may be brought
to the supreme federal court.
Suppose a man has In)' bond
for a hundred pounds, and a great part of it has been paid,
and, in order fraudulently to oppress me, he assigns it to a
gentleman in Carolina or Maryland.
He then
carries me to
I.
the inferior federal court.
I produce my witness, and judgment is given in favor of the defendant.
The plaintiff
appeals, and carries me to the superior court, a thousand
miles, and my expenses amount to more than the bond.
The honorable gentleman
recommends to me to alter
my proposed amendment.
I would as soon take the advice of that gentleman as any other ; but, though the regard
which I have for him be great, I cannot assent on this great
occasion.
There are not many instances of decisions by .juries in the
admiralty or chancery, because the thcts are generally proved
by depositions.
When that is done, the fact, being aseortained, goes up to the superior court, as part of the record;
so that there will be no occasion to revise that part.
Mr. JOHN MARSHALL.
Mr. Chairman, this part of
the plan before us is a great improvement on that system
fi'om which we are now departing.
Here are tribunals appointed for the decision of controversies which were before
either not at all, or improperly, provided for. That many
benefits will result from this to the members of the collective
society, every one confesses.
Unless its organization
be
defec(ive, and so constructed as to iniure, instead of accommodating, the convenience of the people, it merits our approbation.
After such a candid and fair discussion by those
gentlemen who support it,_after
the very able manner in

_2

DEBATES.

[MARSHALL.

which they have investigated and examined it,--I
con_eived it would be no longer considered as so very defective,
and that those who opposed it would be convinced of the impropriety of some of their objections.
But I perceive they still
continue the same opposition.
Gentlemen have gone oil an
idea that the federal cottrts will not determine the causes
which may come before them with the same fairness and
impartiality with which other courts decide.
What are the
reasons of this supposition ? Do they draw them from the
manner in which the judges are chosen, or the tenure of
their office ? What is it that makes us trust our judges?
Their independence
in office, and manner of appointment.
Are not the judges of the federal court chosen with as much
wisdom as the judges of the state governments?
Are they
not equally, if not more independent ? If so, shall we not
conclude that they will decide with equal impartiality and
candor ? If there be as much wisdom and knowledge in the
Uuited States as in a particular state, shall we conclude that
the wisdom and knowledge will not be equally exercised in
the scqection of judges ?
The principle oil which they object to the federal jurisdiction seems, to me, to be founded on a belief that there will
not be a fair trial had in those courts.
If this committee
will consider it thlly, they will find it has no foundation, and
that we are as secure there as any where else. What mischief results from some causes being tried there ? Is there
not the utmost reason to conclude that judges, wisely
appointed, and independent in their office, will never countenance any unfair trial?
What are the subjects of its
jurisdiction ? Let us examine them with an expectation
that causes will be as candidly tried there as elsewhere, and
then determine.
The ot!jection which was made by the
honorable member who was first up yesterday (Mr. Mason)
has been so fidly refuted that it is not worth while to notice
it. He objected to Congress having power to create a number of inferior courts, according to the necessity of public
circumstances.
I had an apprehension that those _entlemen
who placed no confidence in Congress would object that
there might be no inferior courts.
I own that I thought
those gentlemen would think there would be n9 inferior
-:ourts, as it depended ou the will of Congress, but that we
should be dragged to the centre of the Union.
But I did
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not conceive that the power of increasing the number of
courts could be objected to by any gentleman, as it would
remove the inconvenience of being dragged to the centre of
the United States. I own that the power of creating a
number of courts is, in my estimation, so far from being a
defect, that it seems necessary to the perfection of this system. After having objected to the number and mode, he
objected to the sut!ject matter of their cognizance. [Here
Mr. Marshall read the 2d section.]
These, sir, arc the points of federal jurisdiction to whica
he objects, with a few exceptions. Let us examine each
of them with a supposition that the same impartiality
will be observed there as in other courts, and theu see if any
mischief will result from them. With respect to its cognizance in all cases arising under the Constitution and the
laws of the United States, he says that, the laws of tile
United States being paramount to the laws of the particula[
states, there is no case but what this will extend to. Has
the government of the United States power to make laws
on every subject? Does he understand it so ? Call they
make laws affecting the mode of transferring property, or
contracts, or claims, between citizens of the same state ?
Can they go beyond the delegated powers? If they were
to make a law not warranted by any of the powers enumerated, it would be considered by the judges as an infringement of the Constitution which they are to guard. They
would not consider such a law as coming under their jurisdiction. They would declare it void. It will anaihilate the state
courts, says the honorable gentleman. Does not every gentleman here know that the causes in our courts are more
numerous than they can decide, according to their present construction ? Look at the dockets. You will find them crowded with suits, which the life of man will not see determined.
If some of these suits be carried to other courts, will it be
wrong ? They will still have husiness enough.
Then there is no danger that particular subjects, small in
proportion, being taken out of the jurisdiction of the state
judiciaries, will render them useless and of no effect. Does
the gentleman think that the state courts will have no cognizance of cases not mentioned here?
Are there any
w-'ds in this Constitution which exclude the courts of the
states from those cases which they now possess ? Does the
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gentleman imagine this to be the case ? Will any gentltman belhwe it? Are not controversies respecting lands
claimed under the grants of different states the only controversies between citizens of the same state which tile federal
judiciary can take cognizance of ? The case is so clear, that
to prove it would be a useless waste of time. The state courts
will not lose the jurisdiction of the causes they now decide.
They have a concurrence of jurisdiction with the federal
courts in those cases ill which the latter have cognizance.
How disgraceful is it that the state courts cannot be
trusted! says the honorable gentleman. What is the language of the Constitution ? Does it take away their jurisdiction ? Is it not necessary that the federal courts should have
cognizance of cases arising under the Constitution, and the
laws, of the United States ? What is the service or purpose
of a judiciary, but to execute the laws in a peaceable, orderly manner, without shedding blood, or creating a contest,
or availing yourselves of force ? If this he the case, where
caa its jurisdiction be more necessary than here ?
To what quarter will you look for protection from an infringement on the Constitution, if you will not give the power
to the judiciary?
There is no other body that can afford
such a protection. But the honorable member objects to it,
because he says that the officers of the government will be
screened from merited punishment by the federal judiciary.
The federal sheriff, says he, will go into a poor man's house
and beat him, or abuse his family, and the federal court will
protect him. Does any gentleman believe this? Is it necessary that the officers will commit a trespass on the prop
erty or persons of those with whom they are to transact business ? Will such great insults on the people of this country
be allowable ? Were a lass" made to authorize them, it
would be void. The iniured man would trust to a tribunal
]n his neighborhood. To such a tribunal he would apply
for redress, and get it. There is no reason to fear that he
would not meet that justice there which his country will be
ever willing to maintain. But, on appeal, says the honorable gentleman, what chance is there to obtain justice ?
This is founded on an idea that they will not be impartial.
There is no clause in the Constitution which bars the indiwdual member injured from applying to the state courts to
give him redress. He says that there is no instance of appeals as to fact in common-law cases. The contrary is well
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!.nown to you, Mr. Chairman, to be the case in thin commonwealth.
With respect to mills, roads, and other cases,
appeals lie from the inferior to the superior court, as to tact
as well as law.
Is it a clear case, that there can be nc
case in common law in which an appeal as to fact might be
proper and necessary ? Can you not conceive a case where
it would be productive of advantages to the people at large
to submit to that tribunal the final determination, involving
facts as well as law ? Suppose it should be deemed tbr the
c.onvenienee of the eitize.ns that those things which concerned foreign ministers should be tried in the inferior courts ;
if justice could be done, the decision would satisfy all. But
if an appeal in matters of facts could not be carried to
the superior court, then it would result that such cases
could not be tried before the inferior courts, for fear of injurious and partial decisions.
But, sir, where is the necessity of discriminating between
the three cases of chancery, admiralty, and common law?
Why not leave it to Congress ? Will it enlarge their powers? Is it necessary for them wantonly to infringe your
rights ? Have you any thiog to apprehend, when they can
m no case abuse their power without rendering themselves
hateful to the people at large?
When this is the case,
something may be left to the legislature freely chosen by
ourseh,es, from among ourselves, who are to share the bur..
dens imposed upon the comnmnity, and who can be changed
at our pleasure.
Where power may be trusted, and there is
no motive to abuse it, it seems to me to be as well to leave.
it undetermined as to fix it in the Constitution.
With respect to disputes between a state and the citizens
of another state, its jurisdiction has been decried with unusual
vehemence.
I hope that no gentleman will think that a state
will be called at the bar of the federal court.
Is there no
such ease at present ? Are there not many cases in which
the legislature of Virginia is a party, and yet the state is not
sued ? It is not rational to suppose that the sovereign
power should be dragged before a court. The intent is, to
enable states to recover claims of i,ldividuals residing in
other states.
I contend this construction is warrante_ by
the words.
But, say they, there will be partiality in it if a
state cannot be defendant-if an individual cannot proceed
to obtain judgment against a state, though he may be sued
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by a state.
It is necessary to be so, and cannot be avoided.
I see a difficulty in making a state defendant, which does
not prevent its being plaintiff. If this be only what cannot
be avoided, why object to the system oil that account ? If
an individual has a just claim against any particular state, is
it to be presumed that, on application to its leg'islature, he
will not obtain satisfaction ? But how could a stale recover
any claim from a citizen of another state, without the establishment of these tribunals ?
The honorable member objects to suits being instituted in
the federal courts, by the citizens of one state, against the
citizens of another state. Were I to contend that this was
necessary in all cases, and that the government without it
would be defective, I should not use my own judgment.
But are not the objections to it carried too far ? Though it
may not in general be absolutely necessary, a case may happen, as has been observed, in which a citizen of one state
ought to be able to recur to this tribunal, to recover a claim
from the citizen of another state.
What is the evil which
this can produce ? Will he get more than justice there ?
The independence of the judges forbids it. What has he to
get ? Justice.
Shall we object to this, because the citizen
of another state can obtain justice without applying to our
state courts ? It may be necessary with respect to the laws
and regulations of commerce, which Congress may make.
It may be necessary in cases of debt, and some other controversies.
In claims for land, it is not necessary, but it is
not dangerous.
In the court of which state will it be instituted ? said the honorable gentleman.
It will lie instituted •
in the court of the state where the defendant resides, where
the law can come at him, and nowhere else. By the laws
of which state will it be determined ? said he. By the laws
of the state where the contract was made. According to
those laws, and those only, can it be decided.
Is this a
novelty ? No; it is a principle in the jurisprudence of this
commonweahh.
If a man cootracted a debt in the East
Indies, and it was sued for here, the decision must be
consonant to the laws of that country.
Suppose a contract made in Maryland, where the annual interest is at six
per centum, and a suit instituted for it in Virginia ; what interest would be given now, without any federal aid ? The
interest of Maryland most certainly; and if the contract

M:_aS.ALLJ

VIRGINIA.

557

had been made in Virginia, and suit brought in Maryl.,nd,
the interest of Virginia must be given, without doubt.
It is
now to be governed by the laws of that state where the
contract was made. The laws which governed the contract
at its formation govern it in its decision.
To preserve the
peace of the Union only, its jurisdiction in this case ought
to be recurred to. Let us consider that, when citizens of
o_le state carry on trade in another state, much must be due
to the one from the other, as is the case between North
Carolina and Virginia.
Would not the refusal of justice to
our citizens, from the courts of North Carolina, produce disputes between the states?
Would the federal judiciary
swerve from their duty in order to give partial and unjust
decisions ?
The objection respecting the assignment of a bond to a
citizen of another state has been fidly answered.
But suppose it were to be tried, as he says ; what would be given
more than was actually due in the case he mentioned ? It is
possible in our courts, as they now stand, to obtain a judgment for more than justice.
But the court of chancery
grants relief.
Would it not be so in the federal court.;'
Would not depositions be taken to prove the payments,
and if proved, would not the decision of the court be accordingly ?
He objects, in the next place, to its jurisdiction in controversies between a state and a foreign state.
Suppose, says
he, in such a suit, a foreign state is cast ; will she be hound
by the decision ? If a foreign state brought a suit against
the commonwealth of Virginia, would she not be harred from
the claim if the federal judiciary thought it uqjust ? The
previous consent of the parties is necessary; and, as the
federal judiciary will decide, each party will acquiesce.
It
will be the means of preventing disputes with foreizn nations. On an attentive consideration of these points, I trust
every part will appear satisfactory to the committee.
The exclusion of trial by jury, in this case, he urged to
prostrate our rights.
Does the word court only mean the
judges ? Does not the determination of a.jury necessarily
lead to the.judgment of the court ? Is there any thing here
which gives the .jud._es exclusive.jurisdiction of matters of
fact ? What is the object of a .jury trial ? To inform the
court of the facts. When a court has cognizance of facts,
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&es it not follow that they can make inquiry byajury?
It
is impossible to be otherwise.
I hope that in this country,
where impartiality is so much admired, the laws will direct
facts to be ascertained by a jury.
But, says the honorable
gentleman, the juries in the ten miles square will be mere
tools of parties, with which he would not trust his person or
property ; which, he says, he would rather leave to the court.
Because the government may have a district of ten miles
square, will no man stay there but the tools and officers of
the.. government ? Will nobody else be found there ? Is it
so in any other part of the world, where a government has
legislative power ? Are there none but officers, and tools of
the government of Virginia, in Richmond ? Will there not
be independent
merchants, and respectable gentlemen of
fortune, within the teu miles square ? Will there not be
worthy farmers and mechanics ? Will not a good jury be
found there, as well as any where else ? Will the officers
of the government become improper to be on a.jury ? What
is it to the government whether this man or that man succeeds ? It is all one thing.
Does the Constitution say that
juries shall consist of officers, or that the Supreme Court
shall be held in the ten miles square ? It was acknowledged,
by" the honorable member, that it was secure in England.
What makes it secure there?
Is it their constitution ?
What part of their constitution is there that the Parliament
cannot change ? As the preservation of this right is in the
hands of Parliament, and it has ever been held sacred by
them, will the _overnment of America be less honest than
that of Great Britain ? Here a restriction is to be found.
The jury is not to be brought out of the state.
There is no
such restriction in that government ; for the laws of Parliament decide every thing respecting it. Yet gentlemen tell
us that there is safety there, and nothing here but danger.
It seems to me that the laws of the United States will generally secure trials by a jury of the vicinage, or in such manner as will be most safe and convenient for the people.
But it seems that the right of challenging the .jurors is not
secured in this Constitution.
Is this done by our own Constitution, or by any provision of the English government ? Is
it done by their Magna Charta, or bill of rights ? This privilege is founded on their laws.
If so, why should it be objected to the American Constitution, that it is not inserted
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in t ? If we are secure in Virginia without mentio,iug it
in our Constitution, why should not this security be found in
the federal court ?
The honorable gentleman said much about the quitrents
in the Northern Neck.
I will refer it to the honorable gentleman himself.
Has he not acknowledged that there was
no complete title ? Was he not satisfied that the right of
the legal representatives of the proprietor did not exist at the
time he mentioned ? If so, it cannot exist now.
I will leave
it to those gentlemen who come from that quarter.
I trust
they will not be intimidated, on this account, in voting on
this question.
A law passed in 1782, which secures this.
He says that many poor men may be harassed and injured
by the representatives
of Lord Fairfax.
If he has no rizht,
this cannot be done.
If he has this right, and comes to Virginia, what laws will his claims be determined by?
By
those of this state.
By what tribunals will they be determined?
By our state courts.
Would not the poor man,
who was oppressed by an unjust prosecution, be abundantly
protected and satisfied by the temper of his neighbors, and
would he not find ample.justice ? What reason has the honorable member to apprehend partiality or injustice ? He
supposes that, if the.judges be.judges of both lhe fe:deral and
state courts, they will incline in favor of one government.
If such contests should arise, who could more properly decide
them than those who are to swear to do.justice ? If we can
expect a fail" decision any where, may we not expect.justice
to be done by the .judges of both the federal and state governments?
But, says the honorable member, laws may be
exe('uted tyrannically.
Where is the independency of your
judges ? If a law be exercised tyrannically in Virginia, to
what can you trust ? To your judiciary.
What security
have you for justice?
Their independence.
Will it not b_;
so in the federal court ?
Gentlemen ask, What is meant by law cases, and if they
he not distinct from facts ? Is there no law arising on cases
ol( equity and admiralty ? Look at the acts of Asse,nbly.
Have you not many cases where law and fact are blended ?
Does not the .jurisdiction in point of law as well as fact, find
its_,lf completely satisfied in law and fact ? The honorable
gentleman says that no law of Congress can make any exception to the federal appellate .jurisdiction of facts as well as
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He has frequently spoken of technical terms, and the
meaning of them.
What is the meaning of the term excel_
tton _? Does it not mean an alteration and diminution ?
ISongress is empowered to make exceptions to the appellate
jurisdiction, as to law and fact, of the Supreme Court.
These exceptions certainly go as far as the legislature may
think proper for the interest and liberty of the people.
Who
can understand this word, exception, to extend to one case
as well as the ottler ? I am persuaded that a reconsideration
of this case will convince the gentleman that he was mistaken.
This may go to the cure ot" the mischief apprehended.
Gentlemen must be satisfied that this power will
not be so much abused as they have said.
The honorable member says that he derives no consolation
from the wisdom and integrity of the legislature, because we
call them to rectify defects which it is our duty to remove.
We ought well to weigh the good and evil hefore we determine.
We ought to be well convinced that the evil will be
really produced betbre we decide against it. If we be convinced that the good greatly preponderates, though there be
small defects in it, shall we give up that which is really good,
when we can remove the little mischief it may contain, in
the plain, easy method pointed out in the system itself ?
I was astonished when I heard the honorable gentleman
say that he wished the trial by jury to be struck out entirely.
Is there no justice to be expected by a.jury of our /_llowcitizens ? Will any man prefer to be tried by a court, when
the jury is to be of his countrymen, and probably of his
vicinage ? We have reason to believe the regulations with
respect to juries will be. such as shall be satisfactory.
Because it does not contain all, does it contain nothing ? But
I conceive that this committee will see there is safety in the
ease, and that there is no mischief to be apprehended.
He states a case, that a man may be carried from a federal to an anti-federal corner, (and vice versa) where men are
ready to destroy him. Is this probable ? Is it presumable
that they will make a law to punish men who are of different opinions in politics from themselves ? Is it presumable
that they will do it in one single ease, unless it be such a
case as must satisfy the people at large ? The good opinion
of the people at large must be consulted by their representatives ; otherwise, mischiefs would be produced which would
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shake the government to its foundation.
As it is late, I shall
not mention all the gentleman's argument, hut some part_
of it are so glaring that I cannot pass them over in silence.
He says that the establishment of these trihunals, and more
particularly in their jurisdieti,m of controversies between citizens of these states and foreign citizens and subjects, is like
a retrospective law.
Is there no difference between a tribunal which shall give justice and effect to an existiug right,
and creating a right that did not exist before ? The debt or
claim is created by the individual.
He has bound himself
to comply with it. Does the creation of a new court amount
to a retrospective law ?
We are satisfied with the provision made in this country
on the subject of tri.d by jury.
Does our Constitution direct
trials to be by .jury?
It is required in our bill of rights,
which is not a part of the Constitution.
Does any security
arise fi'om hence ? Have you a jury whe, a judgment is obtained on a replevin bond, or by default ? Have you a.july
when a motion is made tbr the commonwealth against an individual; or when a motion is made by one joint obligor
against another, to recover sums paid as security ? Our
courts decide in all these cases, without the intervention of
a .jury; yet they are all civil cases.
The bill of rights is
merely recommendatory.
Were it otherwise, the consequence would be that many laws which are found convenient would be unconstitutional.
What does the government
before you say ? Does it exclude the legislature ti'om giving
a trial by jury in civil cases?
If it does not forbid its exclusion, it is on the same footing on which your state government stands now.
The legislature of Virginia does not give
a trial hyjury where it is not necessary, but gives it wherever it is thought expedient.
The federal legislature will do
so too, a_ it is formed on the same principles.
The honorable gentleman says that unjust claims will be
made, and the defendant had better pay them than go to the
Supreme Court.
Can you suppose such a disposition in one
of your citizens, as that, to oppress another man, he will
recur grelt expenses ? What will he gain by an unjust demand?
Does a claim establish a right?
He must bring
his witnesses to prove his claim.
If he does not bring his
witnesses, the expenses must fall upon him. Will he go on
a calculation that the del_ndant will not defend it, or cannot
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produce a witness ? Will he incur a great deal of expense,
from a dependence on such a chance?
Those who know
human nature, black as it is, must know that mankind are
too well attached to their interest to run such a risk.
I conceive that this power is absolutely necessary, and not dangerous; that, should it he attended by little inconveniences,
they will he altered, and that they can have no interest in
not altering them.
Is there any real danger?
When I
compare it to the exercise of the same power in the governmeut of Virginia, I am persuaded there is not. The federal
government has no other motive, and has every reason for
doing right which the members of our state legislature have.
Will a man on the eastern shore be sent to be tried in Kentucky, or a man from Kentucky be brought to the eastern
shore to have his trial?
A government,
by doing this,
would destroy itself.
I am convinced the trial by jury will
be regulated _n the manner most advantageous to the commumty.
Gov. RANDOLPH
declared that the faults which he once
saw in this system he still perceived.
It was his purpose,
he said, to inform the committee in what his objections to
this part consisted.
He confessed some of the objections
against the judiciary were merely chimerical;
but some of
them were real, which his intention of voting in favor of
adoption would not prevent him fi'om developing.
SATuanAr,June 21, 1788.
Mr. HARRISON
reported, from the committee on privileges and elections, that the committee had, according to order, had under their further consideration the petition of Mr.
Richard Morris, complaining of an undue election arid return
of William White, as a delegate to serve in this Convention
for the county of Louisa, and had agreed upon a report, and
come to several resolutions thereupon, resulting as follows
on motion, ordered, that the committee of privileges and elections be discharged fi'om further proceeding on the petition
of Richard Morris, and that the petitioner have leave to
withdraw the same.
[The 1st and 2d sectionsof the 3d article still undereonsideratmn.]
Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman, it seems to have been
a rule with the gentlemen on the other side to argue from
the excellency of human nature, in order to induce us to
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grant away (if I may be allowed the expression) the riglars
nd liberties of our country.
I make no doubt the same
arguments were used on a variety of occasions.
I suppose,
sir, that this argument was used when Cromwell was
invested with power.
The same argument was used to
gaiu our assent to the stamp act. I have no doubt it has
been invariably the argument in all countries, when the concessiou of power has been in agitation.
But power ought
to have such checks and limitations as to prevent bad men
from abusing it. It ought to be granted on a supposition
that men will be bad; for it may he eventually so. With
respect to the judiciary', my grand objection is, that it will
interfere with the state judiciaries, in the same manner as
the exercise of the power of direct taxation will interfere
with the same power in the state governments ; there being
no superintending
central power to keep in order these two
coutending jurisdictions.
This is an objection which is unanswerable in its nature.
In England they have great courts, which have great and
interfering powers.
But the controlling power of Parliament, which is a central focus, corrects them.
But here
e lch party is to shift for itself. There is no arbiter or
power to corree.t their interference.
Recurrence can be
only had to the sword.
I shall endeavor to demonstrate the
pernicious consequences of this interference.
It was mentioned, as one reason why these great powers might harmonize, that the judges of the state courts might be federal
judges.
The idea was approbated, in my opinion, with a
great deal of justice.
They are the best check w_; have.
They secure us fi'om encroachments on our privileges.
They
are the principal defence of the states.
How improper
would it be to deprive the state of its only defensive armor!
I hope the states will never part with it. There is some:
thing extremely disgraceful in the idea. How will it apply
in the practice ? The independent judges of Virginia are to
be subordinate to the federal judiciary.
Our judges ill
ch_ncery are to be judges in the inferior federal tribunals.
Something has been said of the independency of the federal iudzes. I will only observe that it is on as corrupt a
basis as"the art of man'can
place it. The salaries of the
jlldges may be augmented.
Auzmentation
of salary is the
nly method that van be taken to corrupt a.ludge.
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It has been a tiling desired by the people of b_,ngland for
niany years, that the judges should be independent.
This
'ndependency
never was obtained till the second or third
year of the reign of George I11. It was omitted at the revolution by inattention.
Their compensation is now fixed.
and they hold their offices during good behavior.
But I say
that our federal judges are placed in a situation as liable to
corruption as they could possibly be. How are judges to
be operated upon ? By the hopes of reward, and not tile
fear of a diminution of compensation.
Common decency
would prevent lessening the salary of a judge.
Throughout
the whore page of history, you will find the corruption of
judges to have always arisen from 1hat principlethe hope
of reward.
This is left open here.
The flimsy argument
brought by my friend, not as his own, but as supported by
others, will not hold. It would be hoped that the judges
should get too much rather than too little, and that they
should be perfectly independent.
What if you give six hundred or a thousand pounds annually to a judge?
It is hut
a trifling object, when, by that little money, you purchase
the most invaluable blessing that any country can enjoy.
There is to be one Supreme Court m for chancery, admiralty, common pleas, and exchequer, (which great eases are
left in England to four great courts,) to which are added
criminal jm'isdiction, and all cases dependin_ on the law of
nations_a
most extensive jurisdiction.
This court h_s
more power than any court under heaven.
One set of
judges ought not to have this power _ and judges, particularly, who have temptation always before their eyes.
The
court thus organized are to execute laws made by thirteen
nations, dissimilar in their customs, manners, laws, and interests.
If we advert to the customs of these different sovereignties, we shall find them repugnant
and dissimilar.
Yet they are all forced to unite and concur in making these
laws.
They are to form them on one principle, and on olle
idea, whether the civil law, common law, or law of nations.
The gentleman was driven, the other day, to the expedient
of acknowledging the necessity of havinz thirteen different
tax laws.
This destroys the principle, that he who lays a
tax should feel it and bear his proportion of it. This has
not been ans_,ered : it will involve consequences so absurd,
that, I presume, they will not attempt to make thirteen dif-
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ferent codes.
They will be obliged to make one code.
How will they make one code, without being contradictory
to some of the laws of the different states ?
It is said there is to be a court of equity. There is no such
thing in Pennsylvania, or in some other states in the Union. A
nation, in making a law, ought not to make it repugnant to
the spirit of the Constitution or the genius of the people.
This rule cannot be observed ill forming a general code.
I
wish to know how the people of Connecticut would agree
with the lordly pride of your Virginia nobility.
Its operation
will be as repugnant and contradictory, in this case, as in
the establishme_Jt of a court of equity.
They may inflict
punishments where the stale governments will give rewards.
This is not probable ; but still it is possible.
It would be a
droll sight, to see a man on one side of the street punished
for a breach of the federal law, and on the olher side another
man rewarded by the state legislature for the same act. Or
suppose it were the same person that should be thus rewarded and punished at one time fbr the same act; it would be a
droll sight, to see a man laughing on one side of his face,
and crying on the other.
I wish only to put this matter in
a clear point of view ; and I think that if thirteen states, different in every thing, shall have to make laws for the governmeat of the whole, they cannot harmonize, or suit the genius
of the people ; there being no such thing as a spirit of laws,
or a pervading principle, applying to every state individually.
The only promise, in this respect, is, that there shall be a
republican government in each state.
But it does not say
whether it is to be aristocratical or democratical.
My next objection to the federal judiciary is, that it is not
expressed in a definite manner.
The jurisdiction of all cases
arising under the Constitution and the laws of the Union
is of stupendous magnitude.
It is impossible for human nature to trace its extent.
It
is so vaguely and indefinitely expressed, that its latitude
cannot be ascertained.
Citizens or subjects of tbreign states
may sue citizens of the different states in the federal courts.
It is extremely impolitic to place foreigners in a better situa°
lion than our own citizens.
This was never the policy of
other nations.
It was the policy, in England, to put foreigners on a secure footing.
The statute merchant and statute
staple were favorable to them.
But in no country are the

566

DEBATES.

[GRATSOS

l_,ws mor_ favorable to foreigners than to the citizens.
If they
be, equally so, it is surely sufficient.
Our own state merchants
v_ould be ruined by it, because they cannot recover debts so
soon in tile state courts as fore)_n merchants call recover
of them in the federal courts.
Fhe consequence would be
inevitable ruin to commerce.
It will induce tbreigners to
decline becoming citizens.
There is no reciprocity ill it.
How will this apply to British creditors?
I ha_e ever
been an advocate for paying the British creditors, both ill
Congress and elsewhere.
But here we do injury to our
own citizens.
It is a maxim in law, that debts should be on
the same original foundation they were on when contracted.
I presume, when the contracts were made, the creditors had
an idea of the state judiciaries only.
The procrastination
and delays of our courts were probably in contemplation by
both parties.
They could have no idea of the establishment
of new tribunals to affect them.
Trial by jury must have
been in the contemplation of both parties, and the venue was
ill favor of the defendant.
From these premises it is clearly
discernible that it would be wrong to change the nature of
the contracts.
Whether they will make a law other than
1he state laws, I cannot determine.
But we are told that it is wise, politic, and preventive of
controversies with foreign nations.
The treaty of peace
with Great Britain does not require that creditors should be
put in a better situation than they were, but that there should
be no hinderance to'the collection of debts. It is therefore unwise and impolitic to give those creditors such an advantage
over the debtors.
But the citizens of different states are to
sue each other in these courts.
No reliance is to be put on
the state judiciaries.
The thar of un.iustregulations and decisious in tile states is urged as the reason of this jurisdiction. Paper money in Rhode Island has been instanced by
gentlemen.
There is one clause in the Constitution which
prevents the issuing of paper money.
If this clause should
pass, (and it is unanimously wished by every one that it
,_hould not be objected to,) I apprehend an execution in
Rhode Island would be as good and effective as in any state
m the Union.
A state may sue a foreign state, or a foreign state may sue
one of our states.
This may form a new, American law of
nations.
Whence the idea could have originated, I cannot
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determine, unless from the idea that predominated in tht
time of Henry IV. and Queen Elizabeth.
They took it into
their heads to consolidate all the states in the world into one
great political body. Mauy ridiculous prqjects were imagined to reduce that absurd idea into practice; but they
were all given up at last. My honorable friend, whom 1
much respect, said that the consent of the parties must be
previously obtaiqed.
I agree that the consent of foreign
nations must be had before they become parties; but it is
not so with our states.
It is fixed in the Constitution that
they shall become parties.
This is not reciprocal.
If the
Congress cannot make a law against the Constitution, I apprehend they cannot make a law to abridge it. The judges
are to defend it. They can neither abridge nor extend it.
There is no recriprocity in this, that a foreign state should
have a right to sue one of our states, whereas a foreign state
cannot be sued without its own consent.
The idea to me
is monstrous and extravagant.
It cannot be reduced to
practice.
Suppose one of our states objects to the decision ; arms must
be recurred to. How can a fore_n
state be compelted to
submit to a decision ._ Pennsylvania
and Conneeticut had
like, once, to have fallen together concerning their contested
boundaries.
I was convinced that the mode provided in
the Confederation, for the decision of such disputes, would
not answer.
The success which attended it, with respect
to settling bounds, has proved to me, in some degree, that it
would not answer in any other case whatever.
The same
difficulty must attend this mode in the execution.
This
.high court has not a very extensive original jurisdiction.
It
is not material.
But its appellate jurisdiction is of immense
magnitude ; and what has it in view, unless to subvert the
state governments ? The honorable gentleman who presides has introduced the high court of appeals.
I wish the
federal appellate court was-on the same tbundation.
If we
investigate the subject, we shall find this jurisdiction perfectly unnecessary.
It is said that its object is to prevent
subordinate tribunals from making uniust decisions, to defraud creditors.
I grant the suspicion is in some degree
just. But would not an appeal to the state courts of appeal, or supreme tribunals, correct the decisions of inferior
courts ? Would not this put every thintg right ? Then there
would be no interference of jurisdiction.
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But a gentleman (Mr. Marshall) says, we ought certainly
to give this power to Congress, because our state courts
have more busiaess than they can possibly do. A gentleman
was once asked to give up his estate because he had too
much; but he did not comply.
Have we not established
district courts, which have for their object the full administration of justice ? Our courts of chancery might, by our
legislature, be put in a good situation; so that there is nothin,in this observation.
15ut the same honorable gentleman says, that trial by jury
is preserved by implication.
I think this was the idea. I
beg leave to consider that, as well as other observations of
the honorable gentleman.
After enumerating
the subjects
of its jurisdiction, and confining its original coguizance to
cases affecting ambassadors and other public ministers, and
those in which a state shall be a party, it expressly says,
that, "in all other cases before mentioned, the Supreme
Court shall have appellate jurisdiction, both as to law and
fact." I would beg the honorable gentleman to turn his attention to the word appeal, which I think comprehends
chancery, admiralty, common law, and every thing.
But
this is with such exceptions, and under such regulations, as
Congress shall make.
This, we are told, will be an ample
secumy.
Congress may please to make these exceptions
and regulations, but they may not, also. I lay it down as a
principle, that trial by jury is given up to the discretion of
Congress.
If they take it away, will it be a breach of this
Constitution ? I apprehend not; for, as they have an absolute appellate jurisdiction of facts, they may alter them as
they may think proper.
It is possible that Congress may
regulate it properly ; but Still it is at their discretion to do it
or not. There has been so much said of the excellency of
the trial by jury, that I need not enlarge upon it. The
want of trial by jury in the Roman republic obliged them to
establish the regulation of patron and client.
I think this
must be the case in every country where this trial does not
exist.
The poor people were obliged to he defended hy
their patrons.
It may be laid down as a rule that, where the governing
l_wer possesses an unlimited control over the venue, no
man_s life is in safety.
How is it in this system ? "The
trial of all crimes shall be by jury, except in eases of lm-
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peachm_;nt ; and such trial shall be held in the state where
the said crimes shall have been committed."
He has said
that, when the power of a court is given, all its appendages
and concomitants are given. Allowing this to be the case
by implication, how is it ? Does it apply to counties ? No.
sir. The idea is, that the states are to the general government as counties are to our state legislatures.
What sort
of a vicinage is given by Congress ? The idea which I call
a true vicinage is, that a mall shall be tried by his neighbors. But the idea here is, that he may be tried in any
part of the state.
Were the venue to be established according to the federal districts, it would not come up to the true
idea of vicinage.
Delaware sends but one member: it
would then extend to that whole state. This state sends
ten members, and has ten districts ; but this is far from the
true idea of vicinage.
The allusion another gentleman has
made to this trial, as practised in England, is improper.
It
does not justify this regulation.
The jury may come fi'om
any part of the state.
They possess an absolute, uncontrollable power over the venue.
The conclusion, then, is, that
they can hang any one they please, by having a jury to suit
their purpose.
They might, on particular, extraordinary occasions, suspend the privilege.
The Romans did it on ere*
sting a dictator.
The British government does it when the
habeas corpus is to be suspendedwhen the salus populi is
affected.
I never will consent to it unless it be properly
defined.
Another gentleman has said that trial by jury has not
t_en so sacred a thing among our ancestors, and that in
England it may be destroyed by an act of Parliament.
|
believe the gentleman is mistaken.
[ believe it is secured
by Magna Charts and the bill of rights. I believe no act
of Parliament can affect it, if this principle be true, .--that
a law is not paramount to the constitution.
I believe,
whatever may be said of the mutability of the laws, and the
defect of a written, fixed constitution, that it is generally
thought, by Englishmen, that it is so sacred that no act of
Parliament can affect it.
The interference of the federal judiciary and the state
courts will involve the most serious and even ludicrous conseque,_ces. Both courts are to act on the same persons and
things, and cannot possibly avoid interference.
As to cot,
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ne,'tio,l or coalition, it would be incestuous.
How could they
avoid it, on all execution from each court, either against the
body or effects ? How will it be with respect to mortgaged
property ? Suppose the same lands or slaves mortgaged to
two different persons, and the mortgages foreclosed, one i,i
the federal and another in the state court ; will there be no
interference in this ease ? It will be iaipossible to avoid
interference
in a million of cases.
I would wish to kuow
how it can be avoided; for it is an insuperable objection ill
my mind. I shall no longer fatigue the committee, but shall
heg leave to make some observations another time.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, I shall state to the
committee in what cases the federal judiciary appears to n_e
to deserve applause, and where it merits dispraise.
It has
not yet been denied that a tbderal judiciary is necessary to
a certain extent.
Every government necessarily involves a
judiciary as a constituent part. If, then, a federal judiciary
be necessary, what are the characters of its powers ? That
it shall be auxiliary to the federal government, support and
maintaiu harmony between tile United States and foreign
powers, and between different states, and prevent a failure
of justice in cases to which particular state courts are incompetent.
If this judiciary be reviewed as relative Io these
purposes, I think it will be found that nothing is granted
which does not belong to a federal judiciary.
Self-defence
is its first object.
Has not the Constitution
said that the
states shall not use such and such powers, and given exclusive powers to Congress ? If the state .judiciaries could
make decisions contbrmable to the laws of their states, in
derogation to the general government, I humbly apprehend
that the federal government would soon be encroached upon.
If a particular state should be at liberty, through its jt.ldiciary, to prevent or impede the operation of the general government, the latter must soon be undermined.
It is, then,
necessary that its jurisdiction
should " extend to all cases
in law and equity arising under this Constitution and the
laws of the United States."
Its next object is to perpetuate harmony between us and
foreign powers. The general government, having the superintendency of the general safety, ought to be the judges how
the United States can be most effectually secured and guarded against controversies with foreign nations.
I presume,
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therefore, that treat es and cases affecting ambassadors, oth
er public ministers, and consuls, and all those concerning
tbreiguers, will not be considered as improper subjects for a
t_deral judiciary.
Harmony between the states is no les_
necessary than harmony between foreign states and the
United States.
Disputes between them ought, therefore
to be decided by the federal judiciary.
Give me leave to
state some instances which have actually happened, which
prove to me the necessity of the power of deciding controversies between two or more states.
The disputes between
Connecticut and Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island and Connecticut, have been mentioned.
I need not particularize
these. Instances have happened in Virginia.
There have
been disputes respecting boundaries.
Under the old gov
ernment, as well as this, reprisals have been made by Pennsylvania and Virginia oil one another.
Reprisals have been
made by the very judiciary of Pennsylvania on the citizens
of Virginia.
Their differences concerning their boundaries
are not yet perhaps ultimately determined.
The legislature
of Virginia, in one instance, thought this power right.
In
the case of Mr. Nathan, they thought the determination of
the dispute ought to be out of the state, for fear of partiality.
It is with respect to the rights of territory that the state
judiciaries are not competent.
If the claimants have a right
to the territories claimed, it is the duty of a good government to provide means to put them in possession of them.
If there be no remedy, it is the duty of the general government to furnish one.
Cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction cannot, with
propriety, be vested in particular state courts.
As our national tranquillity and reputation, and intercourse with foreign
nations, may be affected by admiralty decisions; as they
ought, therefore, to be uniform ; and as there can be no unitbrmity if there be thirteen distinct, independent jurisdictions, _ this jurisdiction ought to be in the federal judiciary.
On these principles, I conceive the subjects themselves are
proper for the federal judiciary.
Although I do not concur with the honorable gentleman
that the judiciary is so formidable, yet I candidly admit that
there are defects in its construction, among which may be
objected too great an extension of iurisdiction.
I cannot
say, by any means, that its jurisdiet'_on is free from fault,
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though I conceive the subjects to be proper. It is ambigu.
ous in some. parts, and unnecessarily extensive in others. It
extends to all cases in law and equity arising under the
Constitution.
What are these cases of law and equity ?
Do the_y not involve all rights, from an inchoate right to a
complete right, arising from this Constitution ? Notwithstanding the contempt gentlemen express for technical terms,
I wish such were mentioned here.
I would have thought it
more safe, if it had been more clearly expressed.
What do
we mean by the words arisil_g under the Constitution ?
What do they relate to ? I conceive this to be very ambiguous.
If my interpretation
be right, the word ar/s/ng will
be carried so far that it will be made use of to aid and extend the federal jurisdiction.
As to controversies between the citizens of different states,
I am sure the general government will make provision to
prevent men being harassed to the federal court.
But I do
not see any absolute necessity for vesting it with jurisdiction
in these cases.
With respect to that part which gives appellate jurisdiction,
both as to law and fact, I concur with the honorable gentleman who presides, that it is unfortunate, and my lamenta
tion over it would be incessant, were there no remedy.
I
can see no reason for giving it jurisdiction with respect to
fact as well as law; because we find, from our own experience, that appeals as to fact are not necessary.
My objection would be unanswerable,
were I not satisfied that it
contains its own cure, in the following words : " with such
exceptions and under such regulations as Congress shall
make."
It was insisted on by gentlemen that these words
could not extend to law and fact, and that they could
not separate the tinct from the law.
-l'his construction is irrational; for, if they cannot separate the law from the fat:t,
and if the exceptious are prevented fi'om applyinz to law and
fact, these words would have no force at all. _t would be
proper to refer here to any thing that could be. understood in
the federal court.
They may except generally both as to
law and fact, or they may except as to the law only, or fact
only. • Under these.
. . impressions, I have no difficult,y in saymg that I consider it as an unfortunate clause.
But when I
thus impeach it, the same candor which I have hitherto followed calls upon me to declare that it is not so dangerous as
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it has been represented.
Congress can regulate it prowrly,
and I have no doubt they will. An honorabh._ gentleman
has asked, Will you put the body of the state in prison?
How is it between independent states?
If a governmen*
refuses to do justice to individuals, war is the consequence
Is this the bloody alternative to which we are referred
Suppose justice was refused to be done by a particular state
to another ; I am not of the same opinion with the honorable
gentleman.
I think, whatever the law of nations may say,
that any doubt respectin_ the construction that a state may
be plaintiff, and not defe_ldant, is taken away by the words
where a state .shall be a party.
But it is objected that this
is retrospective iu its nature. If thoroughly considered, this
objection will vanish.
It is only to render valid and effective
existing claims, and secure that justice, ultimately, which is
to be found in every regular government.
It is said to be
disgraceful.
What would be the disgrace ? Would it not
be that Virginia, after eight states had adopted the government, none of which opposed the federal jurisdiction m this
case, rejected it on this account ? I was surprise d, after
heariug him speak so strenuously in praise of the trial by
jury, that he would rather give it up than have it regulated
as it is in the Constitution.
Why?
Because it is not established in civil cases, and in criminal cases the jury will not
come fi'om the vicinage.
It is not excluded in civil cases,
aor is a jury from the vicinage in criminal cases excluded.
This house has resounded repeatedly with this observation m
that where a term is used, all its concomitants follow from
the same phrase. Thus, as the trial by jury is established
in criminal cases, the incidental right of challenging and excepting is also established, which secures, in the utmost latitude, the benefit of impartiality in the jurors. I beg those
gentlemen who deny this doctrine to inform me what part
of the bill of English rights, or Great Charter, provides this
right. The Great Charter only provides that "no man shall
be deprived of the free enioyment of his life, liberty, or property, unless declared to !_ -forfeited b)" the judgment of his
peers, or the law of the landY
The bill of rights gives no
additional security on the subject of trial by jury. Where is
the provision made, in England, that a jury shall be had in
civil cases ? This is secured by no constitutional provision
It is left to the temper and genius of the people to preserve
and protect it.
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I beg leave to differ ti'om my honorable friends in answering this objection.
They said that, in case of a general rebellion, the jury was to be drawn from some other part of
the country. I know that this practice is sanctified by the
usages in England.
But I always thought that this was one
of those instances to which that nation, though alive to liberty, had unguardedly submitted.
I hope it will never be
so here. If the whole country be in arms, the prosecutor fur
the commonwealth can get a good jury, by challenging improper jurors.
The right of challenging, also, is sufficient
security for the person accused.
I can see no instance where
this can be abused.
It will answer every purpose of the
government, and individual security.
In this whole business
we have had argumenta ad hominem in abundance.
A variety of individuals, and classes of men, have been solicited
to opposition.
I will pass by the glance which was darted
at some gentlemen in this house, and take no notice of it;
because the lance shivered as against adamantine.
Gentlemen then intimidate us on the subject of the lands settled to
the westward, and claimed by different claimants, who, they
urge, will recover them in the federal court.
I will observe
that, as to Mr. Henderson's claim, if they look at the laws,
they will see a compensation made for him: he has acquiesced, and hassome of the lands.
The Indiana Company has
been dissolved.
The claim is dormant, and will probably
never be revived.
I was once well acquainted with these
matters:
perhaps I may have forgotten.
[ was once
thoroughly persuaded of the justice of their claim.
I advo
cared it, not only as a lawyer in their behalf, but supported
it as my opinion.
I will not say how far the acts of Assembly, passed when they had full power, may have operated respecting it. One thing is certain _ that, though they
may have the right, yet the remedy will not be sought
against the settlers, but the state of Virginia.
The court
of equity will direct a compensation to be made by the state,
the claimants being precluded at law fi'om obtaining their
right, and the settlers having now an indefeasible title undel
the state.
The next is Lord Fairfax_s quitrents.
He died during
the war
In the year 1782, an act passed sequestering all
quitrents, then due, in the hands of the persons holding tht.
lands, until the right of descent should be known, and the
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General Assembly should make final provision therein.
This act directed all quitrents, thereafter becoming due, to
be p.:tid into the. public, treasury ; so that, with respect to
his descendants, this act confiscated the quitrents. In the
year 178:3, an act passed restoring to the legal representative
of the proprietor the quitrents due to him at the time of his
death. But in the year 1785 another act passed, by which
the inhabitants of the Northern Neck are exonerated and
discharged ti'om paying composition and quitrents to the
commonwealth. This last act has completely confiscated
this property. It is repugnant to no part of the treaty, with
respect to the quitrents confiscated by the act of 1782.
I ask the Convention of the free people of Virginia if
there can be honesty in rejecting the government because
justice is to be done by it ? I beg the honorable gentleman
to lay the objection to his heart--let
him consider it seriously and attentively. Are we to say that we shall discard
this government because it would make us all honest? Is
this to be the language of the select representatives of the
free people of Virginia ?
An honorable gentleman observed, to-day, that there is no
instance where foreigners have this advantage over the citizens. What is the reason of this? Because a Virginian
creditor may go about for a lamentable number of years
before he can get justice, while foreigners will get justice
immediately. What is the remedy ? Honesty. t(em_,ve
the procrastination of justice, make debts speedily payatde,
and the evil _oes away. But you complain of the evil bec:tuse you will not remove it. If a foreigner can recover
his debts in six months, why not make a citizen do so
There will then be reciprocity. This term is not understood. Let America be compared to any nation with which
she has connection, and see the difference with respect to
justice. I am sorry to make the comparison ; but the truth
is that, in those nations, .justice is obtained with much more
facility than in America.
Gentlemen will perhaps ask me, Why, if you know the
Constitution to be ambiguous, will you vote for it? 1 answer, that I see a power which will be probably exercised
to remedy this defect. The style of the ratification will remove this mischief. I do not ask for this concession _ that
human nature is just and absolutely honest. But I am fair

576

DEBATES.

[N,cBoL_

when I say that the nature of man is capable of virtue where
there is even a temptation, and that the defects in this
_ystem will be removed. The appellate jurisdiction might
be corrected, as to matters of fact, by the exceptions and
regulations of Congress, but certainly will be removed by
the amendatory provision in the instrument itself; so that
we do not depend on the virtue of our representatives only,
but the sympathy and feelings between the inhabita,ts of
the states. On the same grounds, the sum on which appeals
will be allowed may be limited to a considerable amomrt, in
order to prevent vexatious and oppressive appeals. The appellate jurisdiction, as to fact, and in trivial sums, are the
two most material defects.
If it be not considered too
early, as ratification has not yet been spoken of, I beg leave
to speak of it. If I did believe, with the honorable gentleman, that all power not expressly retained was given up hy
the people, I would detest this government.
But I never thought so, nor do I now. If, in the ratification, we put words to this p,rpose, " and that all authority
not given is retained by the people, and may be resumed
when perverted to their oppression; and that no right can
be cancelled, abridged, or restrained, by the Congress, or
any officer of the United States,"--I
say, if we do this, I
conceive that, as this style of ratification would manifest the
principles on which Virginia adopted it, we should be at
libert.y to consider as a violation of the Constitution every
exercise of a power not expressly delegated therein.
I see
no objection to this. It is demonstrably clear to me that
rights not given are retained, and that liberty of religion,
and other rights, are secure. - I hope this committee will not
reject it for faults which can be corrected, when they see the
consequent confusion that will follow.
MONDAY,
June 23, 1788.
[The incompleteandinacc*_rate
state in whichthe speechesof this day
appearmustbe ascribedto the absenceof the person who took the rest
of the speechesin shortband. As he could not possiblyattendon this
,lay, the printerhereof,earnestlydesirousof conveying as much information as possible to the public on so importanta subject,has endeavored,
bythe assistanceef his notes,to give as full and impartialan accountof
this day'sproceedingsas waspracticablewithoutthe aidof stenography.]
[The 1st and2d sectionsof the 3d articlestill underconsideration.]
Mr. NICHOLAS
informed the committee that he had
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attempted, on a former occasion, to deliver his sentiments
on the subject of the Constitution; he therefore did not
mean to trouble the committee now,--but
he hoped that
gentlemen were satisfied with the arguments that had been
urged by those who were last up, and that" the clerk would
proceed to read the next clause.
Mr. HENRY replied, that he did not consider the objections answered in such a manner as gave satisfaction.
He
hoped gentlemen would consider and remember that, if they
were not heard now, they may never be heard again on the
subject: it was an important part of the proposed plan of
government, which ought, if possible, to be fairly understood ;
he hoped, therefore, that gentlemen would not be impatient.
He proceeded to state the cases which might arise under
the proposed plan of government, and the probable interference of the federal judiciary with the state judiciaries ; the
dangers and difficulties which would arise to the citizens
from the operation of a federal revenue law which would
extend to the lands, tenements, and other property, coming
under tile denomination of direct taxeswand,
when intrusted
to a federal collector, might be attended with abuses of a
dangerous and alarming tendency ; the property of the citizens seized and sold for one tenth part of its value; they
ousted from their house and home, with no other resource
for redress but to the federal government, which might perhaps be five hundred miles from the place of sale. He
observed, This may be done, Mr. Chairman; for we have instances to prove my assertion, even in some parts of our
state, where persons have been turned out of house and
home by our colleQtors, and their property sold for a mere
trifle ; and if it had not been for an act of the last Assembly,
this practice would still have continued.
Mr. Chairman, I
feel myself particularly interested in this part of the Constitution.
1 perceive dangers must and will arise ; and, when
the laws of that government come to be enforced here, I
have my fears for the consequences.
It is not on that paper
before you we have to rely, should it be received; it is on
those who may be appointed under it. It will be an empire
of men, and not of laws.
Your rights and liberties rest upon
men.
Their wisdom and integrity may preserve you ; but,
on the contrary, should they prove ambitious and designing,
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may they not flourish and triumph upon the ruins of their
country ?
He then proceeded to state the appellate jurisdiction of
the .judicial power, both as to law and thct, with such exceptions and under such regulations as Congress shall make.
He observed, that, as Congress had a right to organize the
federal judiciary, they might or might not have recourse to a
jury, as they pleased.
He left it to the candor of the honorable gentleman to say whether those persons who were at
the expense of taking witnesses to Philadelphia, or wherever
the federal judiciary may sit, could be certain whether they
were to be heard before a jury or not. An honorable gentleman (Mr. Marshall) the other day observed, that he conceived the trial by jury better secured under the plan on the
table than in the British government, or even in our bill of
rights.
I have the highest veneration and respect for the
honorable gentleman, and I have experienced his candor on
all occasions; but, Mr. Chairman, in this instance, he is so
materially mistaken that I cannot but observe, he is much
m error.
I beg the clerk to read that part of the Constitution which relates to trial by jury.
[ The clerk then read the
8th article of the bill of r+_Mtts.]
Mr. MARSHALL
rose to explain what he had before
said on this subjeet: he informed the committee that the
honorable gentleman
(Mr. Henry) must have misunderstood him. He said that he eoneeived the trial by jury was
as well secured, and not better secured, in the proposed new
Constitution as in our bill of rights.
[The clerk then read
the 1lth article of the bill of rights.]
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman: the gentleman's candor,
sir, as I infiJrmed you before, I have the highest opinion of,
and am happy to find he has so far explained what he meant ;
but, sir, has he mended the matter?
Is not the ancient
trial by jury preserved in the Virginia bill of rights ? and is
that theeasein
the new plan?
No, sir; theyean
do it if
they please.
Will gentlemen tell me the trial by a jury of
the vieinage where the party resides is preserved ? True,
sir, there is to be a trial by the jury in the state where the
fact was committed ; but, sir, this state, for instance, is so
large that your juries may be eolleeted, five hundred miles
from where the party resides--no
neighbors who are acquainted with their eharaeters, their good or bad ,.onduet in
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life, to judge of the unfortunate man who may be thus e×posed to the rigor of that government.
Compare this security, then, sir, in our bill of rights with that in the new
plan of government ; and in the first you have it, and in the
other, in my opinion, not at all. But, sir, in what situation
will our citizens be, who have made large contracts under
our present government ? They will be called to a federal
court, and tried under the retrospective laws; for it is
evident, to me at least, that the federal court must look back,
and give better remedies, to compel individuals to fulfil
them.
The whole history of human nature cannot produce a government like that before you. The manner in which the
judiciary and other branches of the government are formed,
seems to me calculated to lay prostrate the stt_tes, and the
liberties of the people.
But, sw, another circumstance
ought totally to reject that plan, in my opinion; which is,
that it cannot be understood, in many parts, even by the
supporters of it. A constitution, sir, ought to be, like a
beacon, held up to the public eye, so as to be understood by
every man. Some gentlemen have observed that the word
jury implies a jury of the vicinage.
There are so many inconsistencies in this, that, tbr my part, I cannot understand
it. By the bill of rights of England, a subject has a ri_..ht to
a trial hy his peers.
What is meant by his peers ? _lhose
who reside near him, his neighbors, and who are well acquainted with his character and situation in life. Is this
secured in the proposed plan before you ? No, sir. As I
have observed before, what is to become of the purchases of
the lndians ?-- those unhappy nations who have given up
their lands to private purchasers; who, by being made drunk,
have given a thousand, nay, I might say, ten thousand acres,
for the trifling sum of sixpence!
It is with true concern,
with grief, I tell you that I have waited with pain to come
to this part of the plan ; because I observed gentlemen admitted its being defective, and, I had my hopes, would have
proposed amendments
But this part they have defended ;
and this convinces me of the necessity of obtaining amendments before it is adopted.
They have defended it with
ingenuity and perseverance, but by no means satisfactorily.
If'previous amendments are not obtained, the trial by jury
s _one.
British debtors will be ruined by being dragged tc
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the lederal court, and the liberty and happiness of our citizens gone, never again to be recovered.
Mr. STEPHENS.
Mr. Chairman : the gentleman, sir,
means to frighten us by his bugbears of hobgoblins, his sale
of lands to pay taxes, Indian purchases, and other horrors,
that I think I know as much about as he does. I have
travelled through the greater part of the Indian countries.
I know them well, sir. I can mention a variety of resources
by which the people may be enabled to pay their taxes.
[He then went into a descriptionof the Mississippiand its waters,
Cook'sRiver, the Indiantribesresidingin that country,and the variety
of articleswhich might be obtainedto advantageby trading with these
people.]
I know, Mr. Chairman, of several rich mines of gold and
silver in the western country; and will the gentleman tell
me that these precious metals will not pay taxes ? If the
gentleman does not like this government, let him go and live
among the Indians. 1 know of several nations that live very
happily; and I can filrnish him with a vocabulary of their
language.
Mr. GEORGE
NICHOLAS
observed, that he should
only make a few observations on the objections that had
been stated to the clauses now under consideration m and
not renew the answer already given. The gentleman says
he would admit some parts of the Constitution, but that he
would never agree to that now before us. I beg gentlemen,
when they retire from these walls, that they would take the
Constitution, and strike out such parts as the honorable gentleman (Mr. Henry) has given his approbation to, and they
will find what a curious kind of government he would make
it. It appears to me, sir, that he has objected to the whole;
and that no part, if he had his way, would be agreed to.
It has been observed, sir, that the judges appointed under
the British constitution are more independent than those to
be appointed under the plan on the table. This, sir, like other
assertions of honorable gentlemen, is equally groundless.
May there not be a variety of pensions granted to the .judges
in England, _ as to influence them ? and cannot they be
removed by a vote of both houses of Parliament ? This is
not the case with our federal judges.
They are to be appointed during good behavior, and cannot be removed, and
at stated times are to receive a compensation for their set-
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vices. We are told, sir, of fraudulent assignments of bonds.
Do gentlemen suppose that the federal judges will not see
into such conduct, and prevent it ? Western claims are to
be revived too--new
suits commenced in the federal courts
for disputes already determined in this state.
This, sir,
this cannot be,, for they are already determined under the
laws of this state, and, therefore, are conclusive.
But, sir, we are told that two executions are to issue-one from the federal court and the other from the state court.
Do not gentlemen know, sir, that the first execution is good,
and must be satisfied, and that the debtor cannot be arrested
under the second execution ? Quitrents, too, sir, are to be
sued for. To satisfy gentlemen, sir, I beg leave to refer
them to an act of Assembly passed in the year 178_, before
the peace, which absolutely abolished the quitrents, and
discharged the holders of lands in the Northern Neck from
any claim of that kind. .[He then read the act alluded to.]
As to the claims of certain companies who purchased lands
of the Indians, they were determined prior to the opening
of the land-office by the Virginia Assembly; and it is not to
be supposed they will again renew their claims. But, sih
there are gentlemen who have come by large possessions,
that it is not easy to account for.
[Here Mr. HENRY _nterfered,and hopedthe honorablegentleman
meantnothingpersonal.]
Mr. NICHOLAS observed, I mean what I say, sir. But
we are told of the blue laws of Massachusetts : are these to
be brought in debate here ? Sir, when the gentleman mentioned them the day _fore yesterday, I did not well understand what he meant; but from inquiry, I find, sir, they
were laws made for the purpose of preserving the morals of
the people, and took the name of blue laws from being written on blue paper. But how does this apply to the subject
before you ? Is this to be compared to the plan now on the
table ? Sir, this puts me in mind of an observation I have
heard out of doors ; which was that, because the New Eng=
landmen wore black stockings and plush breeches, there can
be no union with them. We have heard a great deal of the
trial by jury--a
design to destroy the state judi,-iaries, and
'.he destruction of the state governments.
This, sir, has
already been travelled over, and I think sufficiently explained
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to render it unnecessary for me to trouble this committee
again on the subject.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman means
personal insinuations, or to wound my private reputation, I
think this an improper place to do so. If, on the other hand,
he means to go on in the discussion of the subject, he ought
not to apply arguments which might tend to obstruct the
discussion.
As to land matters, I can tell how I came by
what I have; but I think that gentleman (Mr. Nicholas)
has no right to make that inquiry of me. I meant not to
offend any one.
I have not the most distant idea of injuring any gentleman:
my object was to obtain information.
If I have offended in private life, or wounded the feelings
of any man, I did not intend it. l hold what I hold in right,
and in a just manner.
I beg pardon, sir, for having intruded
thus tar.
Mr. NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, I meant no personality
in what I said, nor did I mean any resentment•
If such
conduct meets the contempt of that gentleman, I can only
assure him it meets with an equal degree of contempt from
hie.
[Mr. President
observed
that he hoped gentlemen
would
not be per
sonal ; that they would proceed to investigate
the subject calmly, and in a
peaceable
manner.]

•

Mr. NICHOLAS
replied, that he did not mean the honorable gentleman, (Mr. Henry ;) but he meant those who
had taken up large tracts of land in the western country.
The reason he would not explain himself before was, that
he thought some observations dropped ti'om the honorable
gentleman which ought not to have come from one gentleman to another.
Mr. MONROE.
Mr. Chairman:
I am satisfied of the
propriety of closing this subject, sir; but I must beg leave
to trouble the committee a little further.
We find, sir, that
two different governments are to have concurrent jurisdiction
in the same object.
May not this bring on a conflict in the
judiciary ? And if it does, will it not end in the ruin of one
or the other ? There will be two distinct .judiciaries-one
acting under the federal authority, the other the state authority.
May it not also tend to oppress the people by having suits going on against them in both courts for the same
debt ?
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Mr. MADISON answered Mr. Monroe, by observing that
the county courts were perfectly independent of each othei.
where the same inconvenience might arise: the states are
also independent of each other. We well know, sir, that
foreigners cannot get justice done them in these courts, and
this has prevented many wealthy gentlemen from trading or
residing among us. There are also many public debtors,
who have escaped from justice,for want of such a method as
is pointed out in the plan on the table.
To prevent any interference of the federal and state judiciaries, the.judges of
the states may be deprived of holding any office in the general government.
Mr. GRAYSON
observed, that the federal and state judiciaries could not, on the present plan, be kept in perfect
harmony.
As to the trial by jury being safer here than in
England, that I deny.
Jury trials are secured there, sir, by
Magna Charta, in a clear and decided manner; and thal
here it is not in express and positive terms, is admitted by
most gentlemen who now hear me. He concluded with
saying, that he did not believe there existed a social compact upon the face of the earth so vague and so indefinite as
the one now on the table.
Mr. HENRY
went into an explanation of the trial by
jury, and the difference between the new plan and our bill
of rights, and observed that the latter had been violated by
several acts of Assembly, which could only be justified by
necessity.
He begged gentlemen to consider how necessary
it was to have that invaluable blessing secured : those feeble
implications, relative to juries, in the new plan, might create
the unhappy tendency of thctions in a republican government, which nothing but a monarchy could suppress.
As to
people escaping with public money, the gentleman
must
know that bond and security are always taken on occasions
where men are intrusted with collection of it; and these
can follow them, and be sued for and recovered in another
state, or wherever they may escape to.
Mr. MADISON here observed, that the declaration on
that paper could not diminish the security of the people, unless a maiority of their representatives
should concur in a
violation of their rights.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, I should not
have troubled the committee again on this subject, wera

584

DEBATES.

[MaDmos.

there not some arguments in support of that plan, sir,
that appear to me totally unsatistactory. With respect to
concurrent jurisdiction, sir, the honorable gentleman has observed, that county courts had exercised this right without
complaint. Have Hanover and Henrico the same objects ?
Can an officer in either of those counties serve a process in
the other ? The federal judiciary has concurrent jurisdiction
throughout the states, and therefore must interfere with the
state judiciaries. Congress can pass a law constituting the
powers of the federal judiciary throughout the stat_s: they
may also pass a law vesting the federal power in the state
judiciaries. These laws are permanent, and cannot be controverted by any law of the state.
If we were tbrming a general government, and not states,
I think we should perfectly comply with the genius of the
paper beforeyou ; but if we mean to form one great national
government for thirteen states, the argaanents which I have
heard hitherto in support of this part of the plan do not apply
at all. We are willing to give up all powers which are
necessary to preserve the peace of the Union, so far as
respects foreign nations, or our own preservation; but we
will not agree to a federal judiciary, which is not necessary
for this purpose, because the powers there granted will
tend to oppress the middling and lower class of people. A
fePOOr
man seized by the federal officers, and carried to the
deral court,- has he any chance under such a system as
this ? Justice itself may be bought too dear; yet this may
be the case.. It may cost a man five hundred pounds to recover one hundred pounds. These circumstances are too
sacred to leave undefined; and I wish to see things certain,
positive, and clear. But, however, sir, these matters have
been so fully investigated, that I beg pardon for having
intruded so far, and I hope we shall go on in the business.
[The

1st section

of the 4th article

was then read.]

Mr. GEORGE MASON. Mr. Chairman : the latter part
of this clause, sir, I confess I do not understand--Full faith
and credit shall be given to all acts; and how far it may be
proper that Congress shall declare the effects, 1 cannot
clearly see into.
Mr. MADISON. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me tha_"
this is a clause which is absolutely necessary. I never heard
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any objection to this clause before, and have not employed a
thought on the subject.
[The _1 section was then read.]

Mr. GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, on some former
part of the investigation of this subject, gentlemen were
pleased to make some observations on the security of property coming within this section.
It was then said, and I
now say, that there is no security ; nor have gentlemen convinced me of this.
[The 3d section was then read.]

Mr. GRAYSON.
Mr. Chairman: it appears to me, sir,
under this section, there never can be a southern state admitted into the Union.
There are seven states, which are a
majority, and whose interest it is to prevent it. The balance being actually in their possession, they will have the
regulation of commerce, and the federal ten miles square
wherever they please,
it is not to be supposed, then, that
they will admit any southern state into the Union, so as to
lose that majority.
Mr. MADISON replied, that he thought this part of the
plan more favorable to the Southern States than the present
Confederation, as there was a greater chance of new states
being admitted.
Mr. GEORGE
MASON took a retrospective view of
several parts which had been before objected to. He endeavored to demonstrate
the dangers that must inevitahl_,
arise from the insecurity of our rights and privileges, as they
depended on vague, indefinite, and ambiguous implications.
The adoption of a system so replete with defects, he apprehended, could not but be productive of the most alarming
consequences.
He dreaded popular resistance to its operation.
He expressed, in emphatic terms, the dreadful effects
which must ensue, should the people resist; and concluded
by observing, that he trusted gentlemen would pause before
they would decide a question which involved such awful
consequences.
Mr. LEE, (of Westmoreland.)
Mr. Chairman, my feelines are so oppressed with the declarations of my honorable
fiiend, that I can no longer suppress my utterance.
1 respect the honorable gendeman, and never believed I should
live to have heard fall from his lips opinions so injurious to
our country, and so opposite to the dignity of this assembly
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If the dreadfill picture which he has drawn be so abhorrent
to his mind as he has declared, let me ask the honorable
gentleman if he has not |mrsued the very means to bring
into action the horrors which he deprecates.
Such speeches
within these walls, from a character so venerable
and
estimable, easily progress into overt acts, among the less
thinking and the vicious.
Then, sir, I pray you to remember, and the gentlemen in opposition not to tbrget,
should these impious scenes commence, which my honorable
friend might abhor, and which l execrate, whence and how
they began.
God of heaven avert from my country the dreadful
curse !
But if the madness of some, and the vice of others,
should risk the awful appeal, I trust that the friends to the
paper on your table, conscious of the justice of their cause,
conscious of the integrity of their views, and recollecting
their uniform moderation, will meet the afflicting call with
that firmness and fortitude which become men summoned to
defend what they conceive to be the true interest of their
country, and will prove to the world that, although they
boast not, in words, of love of country and affection for liberty,
still they are not less attached to these invaluable objects
than their vaunting opponents, and can, with alacrity and
resignation, encounter every difficulty and danger in defence
of them.
The remainder of the Constitution was then read, and
the several objectionable parts noticed by the opposition,
particularly that which related to the mode pointed out by
which amendments were to be obtained ; and, after discussing
it fiflly, the Convention then rose.
TUESDAY, June 24, 1788.
Mr. WYTHE
arose, and addressed the chairman; but
he spoke so very low that his speech could not be fully
comprehended.
He took a cursory view of the situation of
the United States previous to the late war, their resistance
to the oppression of Great Britain, and the glorious conclusion and issue of that arduous conflict,
lo perpetuate
the blessings of freedom, happiness, and independence, he
demonstrated
the necessity of a firm, indissoluble union of
the states.
He expatiated on the defects and inadequacy of the Confederation,
and the consequent misfortunes
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suflq_.redhy the people.
He pointed out the impossibility of
securing liberty without society, the impracticability of acting
personally, and the inevitable necessity of delegating power
to agents.
He then recurred to the system under consideration.
He admitted its imperl%ction, and the propriety of
some amendments.
But the excellency of many parts of it
could not be denied by its warmest opponents.
He thought
that experience was the best guide, and could alone develop
its consequences.
Most of the improvements that had been
made in the science of government, and other sciences, were
the result of experience.
He referred it to the advocates
for amendments, whether, if they were indulged with any
alterations they pleased, there might not still he a necessity
of alteration.
He then proceeded to the consideration of the question of
previous or subsequent amendments.
The critical situation
of America, the extreme danger of dissolving the Union,
rendered it necessary to adopt the latter alternative.
He
saw no danger from this.
It appeared to him, most clearly,
that any amendments
which might be thought necessary
would be easily obtMned after ratification, in the manner
proposed by the Constitution, as amendments were desired
by all the states, and had already been proposed by the
several states.
He then proposed that the committee should
ratify the Constitution, and that whatsoever amendments
might be deemed necessary should be recommended to the
consideration of the Congress which should first assemble
under the Constitution, to be acted upon according to the
mode prescribed therein.
[The resolution of ratification proposed by Mr. Wythe was then read
by the clerk; which see hereafter in the report of the committeeto the
Convention.]
Mr. HENRY,
after observing that the proposal of ratification was premature, and that the importance of the subject
required the most mature deliberation, proceeded thus :_--The honorable member must forgive me for declaring
my dissent from it; because, if I understand it rightly, it
admits that the new system is defective, and most capitally;
for, immediately after the proposed ratification, there comes
a declaration that the paper before you is not intended to
violate any of these three great rights--the
liberty of religion.
uberty of the press, and the trial by jury.
What is the in-
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ference when you enumerate the rights which you are
to enjoy? That those not enumerated are relinquished.
There are only three things to be retained m religion, freedom of the press, and jury trial. Will not the ratification
carry" every thing, without excepting these three things ?
Will not all the world pronounce that we intended to give
up all the rest ? Every thing it speaks of, by way of rights,
is comprised in these things. Your subsequent amendments
only go to these three amendments.
I feel mvself distressed, because the necessity of securing
our person{zlrights seems not to have pervaded the minds of
men ; for many other valuable things are omitted : m for
instance, general warrants, by which an officer may search
suspected places, without evidence of the commission of a
fact, or seize any person without evidence of his crime, c_ught
to be prohibited. As these are admitted, any man may be
seized, any property may be taken, in the most arbitrary
manner, without any evidence or reason. Every thing the
most sacred may be searched and ransacked by the strong
hand of power. We have infinitely more reason to dread
general warr_ants here than they have in England, because
there, if a person be confined, liberty may he quickly obtained
by the writ of habeas corpus. But here a man living many
hundred miles from the judges may get in prison before he
can get that writ.
Another most fatal omission is with respect to standing
armies. In our bill of rights of Virginia, they are said to be
dangerous to liberty, and it tells you that the proper defence
of a free state consists in militia ; and so I might go on to
ten or eleven things of immense consequence secured in
your bill of rights, concerning which that proposal is silent.
ls that the language of the bill of rights in England ? Is it
the language of the American bill of rights, that these three
rights, and-these only, are valuable ? Is it the language of
men going into a new government ? Is it not necessary to
speak of those things before you go into a compact ? How
do these three things stand ? As one of the parties, we
declare we do not mean to give them up. This is very
dictatorial -- much more so than the conduct which proposes
alterations as the condition of adoption. In a compact there
are two parties w one excepting, and another proposing. As
a p_rty, w_ propose that we shall secure these three things;

H_saY.]

VIRGINIA.

589

and beforewe have the assent of the other contracting party,
we go into the compact, and leave these things at theh
mercy.
What will be the consequence ? Suppose the other states
shall call this dictatorial. They will say, Virginia has gone
into the government, and carried with her certain propositions, which, she says, ought to be concurred ill by the othel
states. They will declare that she has no right to dictate to
other states the conditions on which they shall come into the
Union. According to the honorable member's proposal, the
ratification will cease to be obligatory unless they accede to
these amendments. We have ratified it. You have committed a violation, will they say. They have not violated
it. We say, we will go out of it. You are then reduced to
a sad dilemma--to give up these three rights, or leave the
government. This is worse than our present Confederation,
to which we have hitherto adhered honestly and faithfully.
We shall be told we have violated it, because we have left it
for the infringement and violation of conditions which they
never agreed to be a part of the ratification. The ratification will be complete. The proposal is made by the party.
We, as the other, accede to it, and propose the security of
these three great rights ; for it is only a proposal. In order
to secure them, you are left in that state of fatal hostility
which I shall as much deplore as the honorable gentleman.
I exhort gentlemen to think seriously before they ratify this
Constitution, and persuade themselves that they will succeed
in making a feeble effort to get amendments after adoption.
With respect to that part of the proposal which says that
every power not _ranted remains with the people, it must be
previous to adoption, or it will involve this country in inevItable destruction. To talk of it as a thing subsequent, not
as one of your unalienable rights, is leaving it to the casual
opinion of the Congress who shall take up the consideration
of that matter. They will not reason with you about the
effect of this Constitution. They will not take the opinion
of this committee concerning its operation. They will construe it as they please. If you place it suhsequently, let me
ask the consequences. Among ten thousand implied powers
which they may assume, they may, if we be engaged in war,
liberate every one of your slaves if they please. And this
must and will be done by men, a majority of whom have not
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a common interest with you. They will, therefore, have no
feeling of your interests.
It has been repeatedly said here,
that the great object of a national government was national
defence.
That power which is said to be intended for security and safety may be rendered detestable and oppressive.
If they give power to the general government to provide for
the general defence, the means must be commensurate to the
end. All the means in the possession of the people must be
given to the government which is intrusted with the public
defence.
In this state there are two hundred and thirty-six
thousand blacks, and there are many in several other states.
But there are few or none in the Northern States; and yet,
if the Northern States shall be of opinion that our slaves
are numberless, they may call forth every national resource.
May Congress not say, that every black man must f_,ht ? Did
we not see a little of this last war ? We were not so hard
pushed as to make emancipation general; but acts of Assembly passed that every slave who would go to the army
should be free.
Another thing will contribute to bring this
event about.
Slavery is detested.
We feel its fatal effects
--we deplore it with all the pity of humanity.
Let all these
considerations, at some future period, press with full force
on the minds of Congress.
Let that urbanity, which I trust
will distinguish America, and the necessity of national defence,--let
all these things operate on their minds; they
will search that paper, and see if they have power of manumission.
And have they not, sir?
Have they not power
to provide for the general defence and welfare ? May they
not think that these call for the abolition of slavery ? May
they not pronounce all slaves free, and will they not be warranted by that power?
This is no ambiguous implication
or logical deduction.
The paper speaks to the point: they
have the power in clear, unequivocal terms, and will clearly
and certainly exercise it. As much as I deplore slavery, I
see that prudence forbids its abolition.
I deny that the general government ought to set them free, because a decided
maiority of the states have not the ties of sympathy and
feliow-feeling for those whose interest would be affected by
their emancipation.
The maiority of Congress is to tile
north, and the slaves are to the south.
In this situation, I see a great deal of the property of the
peo_e of Virginia in jeopardy, and their peace and trap-
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quillity gone. I repeat it again, that it would rejoice my
very soul that every one of my fellow-beings was emancipated. As we ought with gratitude to admire that decree
of Heaven which has numbered us among the free, we ought
to lament and deplore the necessity of holding our fellowmen in bondage. But is it practicable, by any human means,
to liberate them without producing the most dreadful and
ruinous consequences? We ought to possess them in the
manner we inherited them from our ancestors, as their manumission is incompatible with the felicity of our country.
But we ought to soften, as much as possible, the rigor of
their unhappy late. I know that, in a variety of particular
instances, the legislature, listening to complaints, have admitted their emancipation. Let me not dwell on this subject. I will only add that this, as well as every other property of the people of Virginia, is in jeopardy, and put in the
hands of those who have no similarity of situation with us.
This is a local matter, and I can see no propriety in subjecting it to Congress.
With respect to subsequent amendments, proposed by' the
worthy member, I am distressed when I hear the expression.
It is a new one altogether, and such a one as stands against
every idea of fortitude and manliness in the states, or any
one else. Evils admitted in order to be removed subsequently, and tyranny submitted to in order to be excluded
by a subsequent alteration, are things totally new to me.
But I am sure the gentleman meant nothing but to amuse
the committee. I know his candor. His proposal is an
idea dreadful to me. I ask, does experience warrant such a
thing fi'om the beginning of the world to this day ? Do you
enter into a compact first, and afterwards settle the terms of
the government ? It is admitted by every one that this is a
compact.
Although the Confederation be lost, it is a compact, con
stitution, or something of that nature. I confi'ss 1 never
heard of such an idea before. It is most abhorrent to my
mind. You endanger the tranquillity of your country, you
stab its repose, if you accept this government unaltered.
How are you to allay animosities ?_ for such there are, great
and fatal.
He flatters me, and tells me that I could influence the
people, and reconcile them to it. Sir, their sentiments are
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as firm and steady as they are patriotic.
Were I to ask
them to apostatize from their native religion, they would
despise me. They are not to be, shaken m their opinions
with respect to the propriety of preserving their rights. You
never can persuade them that it is necessary to relinquish
them. Were I to attempt to persuade them to abandon their
fPaatrioticsentiments, I should look on myself as the most inmous of men.
I believe it to be a fact that the great body of yeomanry
are in decided opposhion to it. I may say with confidence
that, for nineteen counties adiacent to each other, nine tenths
of the people are conscientiously opposed to it. I may be
mistaken, but I give you it as my opinion ; and my opinion
is founded on personal knowledge, in some measure, and
other good authority.
I have not hunted pol_darity by declaiming to injure this government.
Though public fame
might say so, it was not owing to me that this flame of opposition has been kindled and spread.
These men never
will part with their political opinions.
If they should see
their political happiness secured to the latest posterity, then,
indeed, they may agree to it. Subsequent amendments will
not do for men of this cast.
Do you consult the Union in
proposing them ? You may amuse them as long as you
please, but they will never like it. You have not solid realitythe hearts and hands of the men who are to be governed.
Have gentlemen no respect to the actual dispositions of
the people in the adopting states ? Look at Pennsylvania
and Massachusetts.
These two great states have raised as
great objections to that government as we do. There was
a majority of only nineteen in Massachusetts.
We are told
that only ten thousand were represented in Pennsylvania,
although seventy thousand had a right to be represented.
Is not this a serious thing?
Is it not worth while to turn
your eyes, for a moment, from subsequent amendments to
the situation of your country?
Can you have a lasting
union in these circumstances ? It will be in vain to expect
it.. But if you agree to previous amendments,
you shall
have union, firm and solid.
1 cannot conclude without saying that I shall have nothing
to do with it, if subsequent amendments be determined upon.
Oppressions will be carried on as radically by the majority
when adjustments and accommodations will be held up. I
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say, I conceive it my duty, if this government is adopted before it is amended, to go home. l shall act as I think my
duty requires_ Every other gentleman will do the same.
Previous amendments, in my opinion, are necessary to procure peace and tranquillity. I fear, if they be not agreed to,
every movement and operation of government will cease;
and how long that baneful thing, civil discord, will stay from
this country, God only knows. When men are free from
restraint, how long will you suspend their fury ? The interval between this and bloodshed is but a moment. The
licentious and wicked of the community will seize with
avidity every thiu__ you hold. In this unhappy situation,
what is to be done ._ It surpasses my stock of wisdom. If
you will, in the language of freemen, stipulate that there are
rights which no man under heaven can take from you, you
shall have me going along with you; not otherwise.
[Here Mr. Henry informed the committee that he had a resolution prepared, to refer a declaration ,ff rights, with certain amendments to the
most exceptionable parts of the Constitution, to the other states in the
confederacy, for their consideration, previous to its ratification. The
clerk than read the resolution, the declaration of rights, and amendments,
which were nearly the same as those ultimately proposed by the Convention ; which see at the eonelusion.]

Mr. HENRY then resumed the subject. I have thus candidly submitted to you, Mr. Chairman, and this committee,
what occurred to me as proper amendments to the Constitution, and a declaration of rights containing those fundamental, unalienable privileges, Which I conceive to be.essential
to liberty and happiness. I believe that, on a review of
these amendments, it will still be found that the arm of
power will be sufficiently strong for national purposes, when
these restrictions shall be a part of the government. I believe no gentleman who opposes me in sentiments will be
able to discover that any one feature of a strong government
is altered ; and at the same time your unalienable rights are
secured by them. The government unaltered may be terrible to America, but can never be loved till it be amended.
You find all the resources of the continent may be drawn to a
point. In danger, the President mayconcentre to a point every
effort of the continent. If the government be constructed to satisfy the people, and remove their apprehensions,
the wealth and the strength of the continent will go where
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public utility shall direct. This government, with these
restrictions, will be a strong government, united with the privileges of the people. In my weak judgment, a government is
strong when it applies to the most important end of all governmentsmthe
rights and privileges of the people. In the
honorable member's proposal, jury trial, the press and religion, and other essential rights, are not to be given up.
Other essential rights mwhat
are they ? The world will
say that you intended to give them up. When you go into
an enumeration of your rights, and stop that enumeration,
the inevitable conclusion is, that what is omitted is intended to be surrendered.
Anxious as I am to be as little troublesome as possible, I
cannot leave this part of the subject without adverting to
one remark of the honorable gentleman.
He says that,
rather than bring the Union into danger, he will adopt it
with its Imperfections.
A great deal is said about disunion,
and consequent dangers.
Ihave no claim to a greater share
of fortitude than others; but i can see no kind of danger.
l form my judgment on a single fact alone--that
we are at
peace with all the world'; nor is there any apparent cause
of a rupture with any nation in the world. Is it among the
American states that the cause of disunion is to be feared ?
Are not the states using all their efforts for the promotion of
union ? New England sacrifices local prejudices for the
purposes of union. We hear the necessity of the union, and
predilection for the union, refichoed from all parts of the
continent;
and all at once disunion is to follow!
If gentlemen dread disunion, the very thing they advocate will
inevitably produce it. A previous ratification will raise insurmountable obstacles to union. New York is an insurmountable obstacle to it, and North Carolina also. They
will never accede to it, till it be. amended.
A great part of
Virginia is opposed most decidedly to it as it stands.
This
very spirit, which will govern us in these three states, will
find a kindred spirit in the adopting states.
Give me leave
to say that it is very problematical if the adopting states can
stand on their own legs. I hear only on one side, but as far
as my information goes, there are heartburnings
and ani
mosities among them.
Will these animosities be. cured by
_ubsequent amendments ?
Turn away from America, and consider European politics.
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The nations there which can trouble us are, France, Eng
land, and Spain. But at present we know for a eertaint 5
that those nations are engazed in very different pursuits
from American conquests. fie
are told by our intelligent
ambassador, that there is no such danger as has been apprehended. Give me leave then to say, that dangers from be
yond the Atlantic are imaginary.
From these premises, then, it may be concluded that,
from the creation of the world to this time, there never was
a more fair and proper opportunity than we have at this
day to establish such a government as will permanently
establish the most transcendent political felicity. Since the
revolution, there has not been so much experience. Since
then, the general interests of America have not been better
understood, nor the Union more ardently loved, than at this
present moment. I acknowledge the weakness of the old
Confederation. Every man says that something must be
done. Where is the moment more favorable than this?
During the war, when ten thousand dangers surrounded us,
America was magnanimous. What was the language of the
little state of Maryland ? " I will have time to consider.
1 will hold out three years. Let what may come, 1 will
have time to reflect." Magnanimity appeared every where.
What was the upshot ? America triumphed. Is there any
thing to forbid us to offer these amendments to the other
states? If this moment goes away unimproved, we shall
never see its return.
We now act under a happy system, which says that a ma
jority may alter the government when necessary. But by
the paper proposed, a majority will forever endeavor in vain
to alter it. Three fourths may. Is not this the most promising time for securing the necessary alteration ? Will you
go into that government, where it is a principle that a contemptible minority may prevent an alteration ? What will
be the language of the majority ? Change the government.
Nay, seven eighths of the people of America may wish the
change ; but _he minority m_y come with a Roman veto, and
object to the alteration. The language of a magnanimous
country, and of freemen, is, Till you remove the defects, we
will not accede. It would be in vain for me to show that
there is no danger to prevent our obtaining those amendmerits, if you are not convinced already. If the other states
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will m,t agree to them, it is not an inducement to union.
Tile language of this paper is not dictatorial, but merely a
proposition tot amendments.
The proposition of Virginia
met with a favorable reception before. We proposed that
convention which met at Annapolis.
h was not called dictatorial.
We proposed that at Philadelphia.
Was Virginia
thought dictatorial ? But Virginia is now to lose her preeminence.
Those rights of equality to which the mealiest
individual in the community is entitled, are to bring us down
infinitely below the Delaware people.
Have we not a right
to say, Hear our propositions!
Why, sir, your slaves have
a right to make their humble requests.
Those who are in
the meanest occupations of human life have a right to complain.
What do we require?
Not'prei_minence, but sai_ty
--that our citizens may be able to sit down in peace and
security under their own fig-trees.
I am confident that _ntiments like these will meet with unison in every state ; for
they will wish to banish discord from the American soil. l
am certain that the warmest friend of the Constitution
wishes to have fewer enemies m fewer of those who pester
and plague him with opposition.
I could not withhold frow
my fellow-citizens any thing so reasonable.
I fear you will
have no union,,unless
you remove the cause of opposition.
Will you sit down contented with the name of union, without any solid foundation ?
Mr. Henry then concluded, by expressing his hopes that
his resolution would be adopted, and added, that, if the
committee should disapprove of any of his amendments, others might be, subsftuted.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman:
once more, sir, I
address you; and perhaps it will be the last time I shall
speak concerning this Constitution, unless I be urged by the
observations of some gentlemen.
Although this is not the
first time that my mind has been brought to contemplate
this awful period, yet l acknowledge it is not rendered less
awful by familiarity with it. Did I persuade myself that
those fair days were present which the honorable gendeman
described, w could I bring my mind to believe that there
were peace and tranquillity in this land, and that there was
no storm gathering which would burst, and that previous
amendments could be retained, _ I would concur with the
honorable gentleman ; for nothing but the fear of inevitable
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destruction wonld lead me to vote for the Constitution in
spite of the objections I have to it. But, sir, what have 1
heard to-day ? I sympathized most warmly with what other
gentlemen said yesterday, that, let the contest be what it
may, the minority should submit to the majority.
With
satisfaction and joy I heard what he then said--that
he
would submit, and that there should be peace if his power
could procure it. What a sad reverse to-day!
Are we not
told, by way of counterpart to language that did him honor,
that he would secede ? I hope he will pardon, and correct
me if I misrecite him ; but if not corrected, my interpretation is, that secession by him will be the consequence of
adoption without previous amendments,
[Here Mr. HENRY explainedhimself, and denied having said any
thingof secession,but thathe said, he wouldhave no handin subsequent
amendments;that he would remaina._dvote,and afterwardshe would
haveno businesshere.]
I see, continued his excellency, that I am not mistaken
in my thoughts.
The honorable gentleman says, he will remain and vote on the question, but after that he has no
business here, and that he will go home. I beg to make a
few remarks on the subject of secession.
If there be in this
house members who have in contemplation to secede from
the majority, let me conjure them, by all the ties of honor
and duty, to consider what they are about to do. Some of
them have more property than I have, and all of them are
equal to me in personal rights.
Such an idea of refi_sing to
submit to the decision of the majority is destructive of every
republican principle.
It will kindle a civil war, and reduce
every thing to anarchy and confusion.
To avoid a calamity
so lamentable, I would submit to it, if it contained greater
evils than it does.
What are they to say to their constituents when they go
home ? "We come here to tell you that liberty is in danger,
and, though the majority is in favor of it, you ought not to
submit."
Can any man consider, without shuddering with
horror, the awful consequences of such desperate conduct ?
1 entreat men to consider and ponder what good citizenship
requires of them. I conjure them to contemplate the consequences as to themselves as well as others.
They themselves will be overwhelmed in the general disorder.
I did
not think that the proposition of the honorable gentleman
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mar me (Mr. White) could have met with the treatment it
has.
The honorable gentleman says there are only three
rights stipulated in it.
I thought this error might have
been accounted for at first ; but after he read it, the continuance of the mistake has astonished me.
He has wandered
from the point. [Here he read Mr. White's proposition.]
Where in this paper do you discover that the people of Virginia are tenacious of three rights only ? It declares that
all power comes from the people, and whatever is not grantcd by them, remains with them; that among other things
remaining with them, are liberty of the press, right of conscience, and some other essential rights.
Could you devise
any express form of words, by which the rights contained in
the bill of rights of Virginia could be better secured or more
fully comprehended ? What is the paper which he offers in
the tbrm of a bill of rights?
Will that better secure our
rights than a declaration like this ? All rights are therein
declared to be completely vested in the people, unless expressly given away.
Call there be a more pointed or positive reservation ?
That honorable gendeman, and some others, have insisted
that the abolition of slavery will result from it, and at the
same time have complained that it encourages its continuation. The inconsistency proves, in some degree, the futility
of their arguments.
But if it be not conclusive, to satisfy
the committee that there is no danger of enfranchisement
taking place, I beg leave to refer them to the paper itself. I
hope that there is none here who, considering the subject
in the calm light of philosophy, will advance an objection
dishonorable to Virginia--that,
at the moment they are
securing the rights of their citizens, an objection is started
that there is a spark of hope that those unfortunate men now
held in bondage may, by the operation of the general government, be made free.
But if any gentleman be terrified
by this apprehension, let him read the system.
I ask, and I
will ask again and again, till I he answered, (not by declamation,) Where is the part that has a tendency to the abolition of
51avel_t? Is it the clause which says That "the migration or
importation of such persons as any of the states now existing shall think proper to admit shall not be prohibited by
Congress prior to the year 1808 _ ? This is an exception
from the power of regulating commerce, and the restriction
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is only to continue till 1808.
Then Congress can, by the
exercise of that power, prevent future importations;
but
does it affect the existing state of slavery ? Were it righ"
here to mention what passed in convention on the occasion,
I might tell you that tile Southern States, even South Carolina
herself, conceived this property to be secure by these words.
1
believe, whatever we may think here, that there was not a
member of the Virginia delegation who had the smallest suspicion of the abolition o.t" slavery.
Go to their meaning.
Point out the clause where this formidable power of emancipation is inserted.
But another clause of the Constitution proves the absurdity of the supposition.
The words of the elause are,
"No person held to service or labor in one state, under the
laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in eonsequenee of
any law or regulation therein, be discharged from such
service or labor, but shall be delivered up on elaim of the
party to whom such service or labor may be due."
Every
one knows that slaves are held to service and labor.
And
when authority is given to owners of slaves to vindicate
their property, can it be supposed they can be deprived
of it?
If a citizen of this state, in eonsequenee of this
elause, ean take his runaway slave in Maryland, ean it be
seriously thought that, after taking him and bringing him
home, he could be made free ?
I observed, that the honorable gentleman's proposition
comes in a truly questionable shape, and is still more extraordinary and unaccountable for another eonsideration -- that,
although we went article by article through the Constitution,
and although we did not expeet a general review of the subieet, (as a most eomprehensive view had been taken of it
Defore it was regularly debated,) yet we are earried back to
the clause giving that dreadful power, tbr the general welfare.
Pardon me, if I remind you of the true state of that business.
I appeal to the eandor of the honorable gentleman,
and if he thinks it an improper appeal, I ask the gentlemen
here, whether there he p general, indefinite power of providing for the general welfare ? The power is, "to lay and
eolleet taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts,
and provide for the eommon defence and general welfare ; "
so that they can only raise money by these means, in order
Io provide for the _eneral well, we. No man WhO reaus it
can say it is general, as the honorable gentleman represents
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it. YOU must violate every rule of construction and common sense, if you sever it from the power of raising money,
and annex it to any thing else, in order to make it that
formidable power which it is represented to be.
The honorable gentleman says there is no restraint on the
power of issuing general warrants.
If I be tedious in asking where is that power, you will ascribe it to him who has
put me to the necessity of asking.
They have no such
power given them: if they have, where is i_t?
Again he recurs to standing ttrmies, and asks if Congress
cannot raise such.
Look at the bill of rights provided by
the honorable gentleman himself, and tell me if there be no
great security by admitting it when necessary.
It says that
standing armies should be avoided in time of peace.
It
does not absolutely prohibit them.
Is there any clause in it,
or ill the Confederation, which prew._nts Congress from raising an army ? No : it is left to the discretion of Congress.
It ought to be in the power of Congress to raise armies, as
the existence of society might, at some future period, depend
upon it. But it should be recommended to them to use the
power only when necessary.
I humbly conceive that you
have as great security as you could desire from 1hat clause
in the Constitution which directs that money for supporting
armies will be voted for every two years -- as, by this means,
the representatives
who will have appropriated money unnecessarily, or imprudently,
to that purpose, may be removed, and a new regulation made.
Review the practice
of the favorite nation of the honorable gentleman.
In
their bill of rights there is no prohibition of a standing
army, but only that it ought not to be maintained without
the consent of the legislature.
Can it be done here without
the consent of the democratic branch ? Their consent is
necessary to every bill, and money bills can originate with
them only.
Can an army, then, be raised or supported
without tfaeir approbation ?
_His excellencythen went over all the articles of Mr. Henry's proposed
declarationof rights, and endeavored to prove that the rights intended
to be thereby securedwere either provided for in the Constitutionitself,or
could not be infringed by the general government,as being unwarranted
by any of the powerswhichwere delegated therein ; for that it was in vain
to provide against the exercise of a power which did not exist.]
tie then proceeded to examine the nature of some of the
amendments proposed by the honorable gentleman.
As to
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the reservation of rights not expressly given away he reeated what he had before observed of the 2d article of tht
onfederadon, that it was interpreted to prohibit Congress
from granting passports, although such a power was necessarily incident to that of making war. Did not this, says
he show the vanity of all the federal authority ? Gentlemen have displayed great wisdom in the use they make of
tile experience of the defects in the old Confederation.
When we see the defect of that article, are we to repeat it ?
Are those gentlemen zealous friends to the Union, who profess to be. so here, and yet insist on a repetition of measures
which have been found destructive to it ? I believe their
professions, but they must pardon me when I say their
arguments are not true.
[Hts excellencythen read the 2d amendmentproposed,respectingthe
numberof representatives.]
What better security have you under these words than
under the clause in the paper belbre you ? This puts it in
the power of your representatives
to continue the number
of it in that paper.
They may always find a pretext to
justify their regulations concerning it. They may continue
the number at two hundred, when an augmentation would
be necessary.
As to the amendment respecting direct taxation, the subject has been so fully handled, and is so extensive in its
nature, that it is needless to say any thing of it.
The 4th amendment goes on the wide field of indiscriminate suspicion that every one grasps after offices, and that
Congress will create them unnecessarily.
Perhaps it will
exclude the most proper from offices of great importance to
the community.
[Here he read the 5th amendment.]I beg the honorable gentleman to tell me on what subject Congress will exercise this power improperly.
If there be any treachery in
their view, the words in this amendment are broad enough
to allow it. It is as good a security in this Constitution, as
human ingenuity
can devise;
for if they intend any
treachery, they will not let you see it.
[Here he read the 7th and 8th amendments.] -- I have
never hesitated to acknowledge that I wished the regulation
of commerce had been put in the hands of a greater body
than it is in the sense of the Constitution.
But I appeal to
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my colleagues in the federal Convention, whether this was
not a sine qua 'non of the Union.
Of all the amendments,
this is the most destructive, which requires the t'onsent of
three fourths of both houses to treaties ceding or restraining
territorialr_hts.
This is.priding in the Virginia sovereignty,
in opposition to the majority. This suspected Congress, these
corrupt sixty-five and corrupt twenty-six, are brought so low
they cannot be trusted, lest they should have it ill their poxver
to lop offpart of Virginia m cede it, so as that it should be.come
a colony to some tbreign state.
There is no power ill the
Constitution to cede any part of the territories of the United
States.
The whole number of Congress, being unanimous,
have no power to suspend or cede territorial rights.
But
this amendment admits, in the fullest latitude, that Congress
have a right to dismember the empire.
His amendment
respecting the militia is unnecessary.
The same powers rest m the states by the Constitution.
Gentlemen were repeatedly called upon to show where the
power of the states over the militia was taken away, but
they could not point it out.
[He read the 12th amendment.] _ Will this be a melioration of the Constitution ? I wish to know what is meant
by the words police and good'government:
These words
may lead to complete tyranny in Congress.
Perhaps some
gentlemen think that these words relate to particular ob.jec.ts,
and that they will diminish and confine their power.
They
are most extensive in tl_eir significations, and will stretch
and dilate it, and all the imaginary horrors of the honorable gentleman will be, included in this amendment.
[He read the 1.Sth amendmeut.] m I was of this opinion
myself; but I informed you before why I changed it.
[He read the l:rth amendment.] _ If I were to propose
an amendment on this sul!jeet, it would be to limit the word
arising.
1 would not discard it altogether, but define its
extent.
The jurisdiction of the judiciary in cases arising under the system, I should wish to be defined, so as to prevent
its being ex_euded unnecessarily:
I would restrain the appellate cognizance as to fact, and prevent oppressive and
vexatious appeals.
[He read the 15th amendment.] _ The right of challenging and excepting, 1 hope, has clearly appeared to the committee to be a necessary appendage of the trial by jury itself.
Permit me now to make a few remarks on the proposal t'.f-
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these amendments, previous to our rahfication.
The first
objection arises f_om the paper itself.
Can you conceive: of
does any man believe, that there are twelve, or even nine.
states m the whole Union, that would subscribe to this
paper ? ma paper fraught with, perhaps, more defects than
the Constitution
itsel_
What are we about to do ? To
make this the condition of our coming into this government.
1 hope gentlemen will never agree to this.
If we declare
that these amendments,
and a bill of rights containing
twenty articles, must be incorporated into the Constitution
before we assent to it, I ask you whether you may not bid a
long farewell to the Union ? It will produce that deplorable
thing -- the dissolution of the Union m which no man yet has
dared openly to advocate.
No, say the gentlemen, because
Maryland kept off three years from the confederacy, and no
injury happened.
This very argument carries its own refutation with it. The war kept us together, in spite of the discordmce of.the states.
There is no war now.
All the
nations of Europe have their eyes fixed on America, and
some of them perhaps cast wistful looks at you. Their gold
may be tried, to sow disunion among us. The same bandage which kept us before together, does not now exist.
Let gentlemen seriously ponder the calamitous consequences
of dissolving the Union m our present sltuauon.
I appeal to the great Searcher of hearts, on this occasion, that
we behold the greatest danger that ever happened hanging
over us; for previous amendments are but another name for
rejection.
They will throw Virginia out of the Union, and
cause heartaches to many of those gentlemen who may vote
for them.
But let us consider things calmly.
Reflect on
the facility of obtaining amendments if you adopt, a,ld weigh
the danger if you do not. Recollect that many other states
have adopted it, who wish for many amendments.
I ask
you if it be not better to adopt, and run the chance of
amending it hereafter, than run the risk of endangering the
Union.
The Confederation is gone; it has no authority.
If, in this situation, we reject the Constitution, the Union
will be dissolved, the dogs of war will break loose, and anarchy and discord will complete the ruin of this country.
Previous adoption will prevent these deplorable mischiefs.
The union of sentiments with us in the adopting states will
render subsequent amendments easy.
1 theretbre rest m,,
happiness with perfect confidence on this subject.
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Mr GEORGE
MASON.
Mr. Chairman, with respect
to commerce and navigation, he has given it as his opinion
that their regulation, as it now stands, was a sine qua non
of the Union, and that without it the states in Convention
would never concur.
I differ t_om him. It never was, nor
in my opinion ever will be, a sine qua non of the Union.
I will give you, to the best of m)" recollection, the history
of that affair. This business was discussed at Philadelphia
for four months, during which time the subject of commerce
and navigation was often under consideration ; and I assert
that eight states out of twelve, for more than three months,
voted ibr requiring two thirds of the members present in
each house to pass commercial and navigation laws.
True
it is, that afterwards it was carried by a majority as it stands.
If I am right, there was a great majority for requiring two
thirds of the states in this business, till a compromise took
ace between
the Northern and Southern States; the
orthern States agreeing to the temporary importation of
slaves, and the Southern States conceding, ill return, that
navigation and commercial laws should be on the footing in
whit'h they now stand.
If 1 am mistaken, let me be put
right.
Those are my reasons for saying that this was not a
sine qua non of their concurrence.
The Newfoundland
fisheries will require that kind of security which we are now
in want of. The Eastcrn States therefore agreed, at length,
that treaties should require the consent of two thirds of the
members present in the Senate.
Mr. DAWSON.
Mr. Chairman, when a nation is about
to make a change in its political character, it behoves it to
summon the experience of ages which have passed, to collect
the wisdom of the present day, to ascertain clearly those
great principles of equal liberty which secure the rights,
liberties, and properties, of the people.
Such is the situation
of the United States at the moment we are about to make
such a change.
The Constitution
proposed for the government of the
United States has been a subject of general discussion.
While many able and honorable gentlemen within these walls
have, in the development of the various parts, delivered their
sentiments with that freedom which will ever mark the citizens of an independent state, and with that ability which
will prove to the world their eminent talents, I, sir, although
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urged by my feelings, have forborne to say any thing on my
part, from a satisfactory impression of the intbriority of In)"
talents, and ti'om a wish to acquire every information which
might assist my judgment in tbrming a decision on a question of such magnitude.
But, sir, as it involves in its fate
the interest of so extensive a country, every sentiment
which can be offered deserves its proportion of public attention. I shall therefore avoid any apology for now rising,
although uncommon propriety might justify it, and rather
trust to the candor of those who hear me. Indeed, I am
induced to come forward, not from any apprehension that
my opinion will have weight, but in order to discharge that
duty which I owe to myself, and to those I have the honor
to represent.
The defects of the articles by which we are at present
confederated have been echoed and reechoed, not only from
every quarter of this house, but from every part of the continent.
At the framing of those articles, a common interest
excited us to unite for the common good. But no sooner
did this principle cease to operate, than the defects of the
system were sensibly felt.
Since then, the seeds of civil
dissension have been gradually opening, and political confusion has pervaded the states.
During the short time of my
political life, having been fully impressed with the truth of
these observations, when a proposition was made by Virginia
to invite the sister states to a general convention, at Philadelphia, to amend these defects, I readily gave my assent;
and when I considered the very respectable characters who
formed that body, uwhen
I reflected that they were, most
of them, those sages and patriots tinder whose banners, and
by who._e counsels, we had been rescued from impending danger, and placed among the nations of the earth, uwhen
I
also turned my attention to that illustrious character, to immortalize whose memory Fame shall blow her trump to the
latest ages,--I
say, when I weighed all these considerations,
I was almost persuaded to declare in favor of the proposed
plan, and to exert my slender abilities in its thvor. But
when I came to investigate it impartiall.y, on the imm,_ltable
principles of government, and to exercise that reason with
which the God of nature hath endowed me, and which I will
ever freely use, I was convinced of this important, though
melancholy truth,--that the greatest men may err, and that
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their errors are sometimes of the greatest magmtude.
| was
persuaded that, although the proposed plan contains many
things excellent, yet, by the adoption of it as it now stands,
the liberties of America in general, the property of Virginia
ill p_articular, would be endangered.
These being my sentiments,--sentiments
which I offer
with the diffidence of a young politician, but with the firmness of a republican, which I am ready to change when l am
convinced they are founded in error, but which I will support
until that conviction, _ I should be a traitor to my country,
and unworthy that freedom for which I trust 1 shall ever remain an advocate, were I to declare my entire approbation of
the plan as it now stands, or assent to its ratification without previous amendments.
During the deliberations of this Convention, several gentlemen of eminent talents having exerted themselves to prove
the necessity of the union by presenting to our view tile
relative situation of Virginia to tile other states, the melancholy representation made to-day, and frequently before, by
an honorable gentleman, (Gov. Randolph,) of our state, reduced, in his estimation, to the lowest degree of degradation,
must now haunt the recollection of many gentlemen in this
committee.
How far he has drawn the picture to the life,
or where it is too highly colored, rests with them to determine.
To gentlemen, however, sir, of their abilities, the
task was easy, and perhaps I may add unnecessary.
It is
a truth admitted on all sides, and I presume there is not a
gentleman who hears me who is not a friend to a union of
the thirteen states.
But, sir, an opinion has gone abroad (from whence it
originated, or by whom it is supported, I will not venture to
say) that the opponents to the paper on your table are enemies to the union.
It may not, therefore, be improper for
ale to declare, that I am a warm friend to a firm, federal,
energetic government;
that 1 consider a confederation of the
states, on republican principles, as a security to their mutual
interests, and a disunion as injurious to the whole; but I
shall lament exceedingly, when a confederation of independent states shall be converted into a consolidated governm6nt ;
for, when that event shall happen, I shall consider the history
of American liberty as short as it has been brilliant, and we
shall afford one more proof to the favorite maxim of tyrants,
that "mankind cannot govern themselves."
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An honorable gentleman (Col. H. Lee) came forward
some days since, with all the powers of eloquence and all
the warmth of enthusiasm. After descanting on some military operations to the south, of which he was a spectator, and
pronouncing sentence of condemnation on a Mr. Shays, to
the uorth,--as a military character he boldly throws the
gauntlet, and defies the warmest friend to the opposition to
come forth and say that the friends to the system on ),our
table are not also friends to republican liberty'.
Arguments, sir, in this house, should ever be addressed t'J
tile reason, and should be applied to the system itself, and
not to those who either support or oppose it. I, however,
dare come forth, and tell that honorable gentleman, not with
the military warmth of a young soldier, but with the firmness
of a republican, that, ill my humble opinion, had the paper
now on your table, and which is so ably supported, been
presented to our view ten years ago, (when the American
spirit shone forth in the meridian of glory, and rendered us
the wonder of an admiring worht,) it would have been considered as containing principles incompatible with republican
liberty, and therefore doomed to infamy.
Havin_, sir, made these loose observations, and having
proved, ]' flatter myself, to this honorable Convention, the
motives from which my opposition to the proposed system
originated, 1 may now be permitted to turn my attention, for
a very few moments, to the system itself; and to point out
some of the leading parts most exceptionable, in my estimation --my original objections to which have not beetbremoved
by the debate, but rather confirmed.
If we grant to Congress the power of direct taxation, if
we yield to them the sword, and if we als6 invest them
with the judicial authority, two questions, of the utmost importance, immediately present themselves to our inquiries
whether these powers wiU not be oppressive in their operations, and, aided by other parts of the system, convert the
thirteen confederated states into one consolidated government ; and whether any country"as extensive as North America, and where climates, dispositions, and interests, are so
essentially different, can be governed under one consolidated
plan, except by the introduction of despotic principles.
The warmest fi'iends, sir, to the government,--some of
those who formed, signed, and have recommended it, -- some
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of those who have enthusiastically
supported It in every
quarter of this continent,-have answered my first query
in the affirmative : they have admitted that it possesses few
federal features, and will ultimately end in a consolidated
government -- a truth which, in my opinion, they would
have denied in vain; for every article, every section, every
clause, and almost every line, proves that it will have this
tendency ; and if this position has, during the course of the
long and learned debates on this head, been established to
the satisfaction of the Convention, 1 apprehend that the authority of all eminent writers on the subject, and the experience of all ages, cannot be controverted, and that it will
be admitted that no government formed on the principh's of
freedom can pervade all North America.
This, sir, is my great objectionan objection general in
its nature, because it operates on the whole system : an objection which I early formed, which I flattered myself would
have been removed, but which, I am obliged to say, has been
confirmed by the observations which have been made by
many learned gentlemen, and which would be tedious for
me now to recapitulate.
That the legislative, executive, and judicial powers should
be separate and distinct, in all free governments, is a political fact so well established, that I presume I shall not be
thought arrogant, when l affirm that no country ever did, or
ever can, long remain free, where they are blended. All the
states have been in this sentiment when they formed their
state constitutions, and therefore have guarded against the
danger;
and every schoolboy in politics must be convinced
of the propriety of the observation;
and yet, by the proposed plan, the legislative and executive powers are closely
united ; the Senate, who compose one part of the legislature,
are also, as council to the President, the supreme head, and
are concerned in passing laws which they themselves are to
execute.

The wisdom, sir, of many nations has induced them to
enlarge the powers of their rnlers; but there are very few
instances of the reliuquishment of power, or the abridgment
of authority, on the part of the governors.
The very 1st
clause of the 8th section of the 1st article, which gives to
Congress the power " to lay antl collect taxes, duties, imposts, excises," &c., appears to me to be big with un-
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necessary danger, and to reduce human nature, to which I
would willingly pay a compliment did not the experienc,'
of all ages rise up against me, to too great a test. The arguments, sir, which have been urged by some gentlemen,
that the impost will defray all expenses, in my estimation
cannot b,_ supported; and common sense will never assent
to the assertions which have been made, that the government will not be an additional expense to this country.
Will not the support of an army and navy--will
not tile
establishment of a multiplicity of offices in the legislative,
executive, and particularly the judiciary departments,
most
of which will be of a national character, and must be supported with a superior degree of dignity and credit--be
prodigious additions to the national expense ? And, sir, if
the states are to retain even a shadow of sovereignty, the
expense thence arising must also be defrayed, and will be
very considerable.
I come now, sir, to speak of a clause to which our attention has been frequently called, and on which many geutlemen have already delivered their sentiments -- a clause, in
the estimation of some, of little consequence, and which
rather serves as a pretext for scuffling tbr votes ; but which,
in my opinion, is one of the most important contained in the
system, and to which there are many and weighty ot!jections.
I refer to the clause empowering the President, by and with
the consent of two thirds of the senators present, to make
treaties.
If, sir, the dismemberment of the empire, if the
privation of the most essential national rights, and the very
existence of a people, depend on this clause, surely, sir, it
merits the most thorough investigation ; and if, on that investigation, it appears that those great rights are endangered,
it highly behoves us to amend it in such a manner as will
prevent the evils which may arise from it as it now slands.
My objections to it do not arise from a view of the particular situation of the western part of this state, although certainly we are bound, by every principle, to attend to the
interest of our fellow-citizens in that quarter ; but from an
apprehension that the principle pervades all America, and
that, in its operation, it will be found highly iqjurious to the
Southern States.
It will, I prest, me, be readily admitted
that the dismemberment
of empire is the highest act o¢
sovereign authority, the exercise ef which can be authorizea
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only by absolute necessity.
Exclusive, then, sir, of any
consideration which arises fi'om the particular system of
American politics, the guard established against the exercise
of this power is by far too slender.
The President, with the concurrence of two thirds of the
Senate present, may make a treaty, by which any territory
may be ceded, or the navigation of any river surrendered;
thereby granting to five states the exercise of a right acknowledged to be the highest act of sovereignty m to fifteen
men, not the representatives of the country to be ceded, but,
as has already happened, men whose interest and policy it
may be to make such surrender.
Admitting, for a moment,
that this point is as well guarded by the proposed plau as by
the old Articles of Confede.ratiou, (to which, however, common sense can never assent,) hare we not already had
cause to tremble, and ought we not to guard against the accomplishment of a scheme to which nothing hut an inattention to the general interest of America, and a selfish regard
to the iuterest of particular states, could have given ris¢ ?
Surely, sit', we ought; and since we have already seen a
diabolical attempt made to surrender the navigation of a
river, the source of which is as yet unknown, and on which
depends the importance of the soulhern part of America;
since we have every reason to believe that the same principle which at first dictated this measure, still exists, and will
|brever operate; it is our dutyma duty which we owe to
ourselves, which we owe to the southern part of America,
and which we owe to tile natural rights of mankind_to
guard against it in such manner as will forever prevent its
accomplishment.
This, sir, is not done by the clause, nor
will it rest on that sure footing which I wish, and which the
importance of the subject demands, until the concurrence of
three fourths of all the senators shall be requisite to ratit_ a
treaty respecting the cession of territory, the surrender of the
navigation of rivers, or the use of all the American seas.
That sacred palladium of liberty, the freedom of the press,
(the influence of which is so great that it is the opinion of
the ablest writers that no country can remain long in slavery
where it is unrestrained,)has
not been expressed; nor are
the liberties of the people ascertained and protected by any
declaration of rights; that inestimable privilege, (the most
important which freemen can enjoy,) the trial by jury in all
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civil cases, has not been guarded by the system ;mand while
they have been inattentive to these all-important considerations, they have made provision for the introduction of standing armies in time of peace. These, sir, ever have been
used as the grand machines to suppress the liberties of the
people, and will over awaken the jealousy of republicans, so
long as liberty is dear, and tyranny odious, to mankind.
Congress, sir, have the power to declare war, and also
to raise and support armies ; and if we suppose them to be a
representation of the states, the nexus imperii of the British
constitution is here lost. There the king has the power (_"
declarin.g war, and the Parliament that of raising money to
support.m
Governments ought not to depend on an army
fbr their support, but ought to be so formed as to have the
confidence, respect, and affection of the citizens.
Some degree of virtue, sir, must exist, or fi'eedom cannot live. A
standing army will introduce idleness and extravagance,
which will be followed by their sure concomitant vices. In
a country extensive like ours, the power of the sword is
more sensibly felt than in a small community.
The advantages, sir, of military science and discipline cannot be exerted unless a proper number of soldiers are united in one
body, and actuated by one soul. The tyrant of a single
town, or a small district, would soon discover that a hundred
armed soldiers were a weak defence agaitlst ten thousand
peasants or citizens ; btnt ten thousand well-disciplined soldiers will comm_nd, with despotic sway, nfillions of subjects,
and will strike terror into the most numerous poptflace, h
was this, sir, which enabled the pretorian bands of Rome,
whose number scarcely amounted to ten thousand, after
having violated the sanctity of the throne by the atrocious
murder of a most excellent emperor, to dishonor the majesty
o_"it, by proclaiming that the Roman empire--the
mistress
of t-he world--was
to be disposed of, to the highest bidder,
at public auction ;_and
to their licentious frenzy may be attributed the first cause of the decline and fall of that mighty
empire. We ought, therefore, strictly to guard against the
est_blishment of an army--whose
only occupation would be
idleness ; whose only effort the introduction of vice and dissJpation ; and. who would, at some finture day, deprive us of
our liberties, as a reward for past favors, by the introduction
uf some military despot.
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I had it in contemplation to have made some observations
on the disposition of the judicial powers; but, as my knowledge in that line is confined, and as the subject has been so
ably handled by other gentlemen, and the defects clearly
developed, and as their arguments remain unanswered, _1
shall say nothing on that head. The want of responsibility
to the people from their representatives would furnish matter of ample discussion ; but I pass it over in silence, only
observing that it is a grand, and indeed a daring fault, and
one which sanctions with security the most tyrannic edicts
of a despotic ruler.
The ambiguous terms in which all
rights are secured to the people, and the clear and comprehensive language used when power is granted to Congress,
also afford matter for suspicions and o[!iections ; but the
able manner in which my very worthy, my very eloquent, and
truly patriotic friend and coadjutor, whose name shall ever
be hallowed in the temple of liberty, has handled this subject, would render any observations from me tedious and
unnecessary.

Permit me, then, to conclude by reminding gentlemen
who appeal to history to prove the excellence of the proposed
plan, that their mode of comparison is unjust. "Wealth
and extent of territory," says the great Montesquieu, " haw'
a relation to govermnent, and the manners and customs
of the people are closely connected with it." The same
system of policy which might have been excellent in the
governments of antiquity would not, probably, suit us at the
present day. The question, therefore, which should he agitated, is, not whether the proposed Constitution is better or
worse than those which have from time to time existed, but
whether it is calculated to secure o0r liberties and happiness
at the present stage of the world.
For my own part, after an impartial investigation of it, and
after a close attention and candid consideration of the arguments which have been used, I am impressed with an
opinion that it is not. [ am persuaded that, by adopting it,
and then proposing amendments, that unfortunate traveller,
Liberty, is more endangered than the union of the states will
be by first proposing these amendments,
l am so far an enthusiast in favor of liberty, that I never will trust the, sacred
aeposit to other hands, nor will I exchange it for any earthly
consideration; and 1 have such a fixed aversion to the bitter
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cup of slavery, that, m my estimation, a draught is not
sweetened, whether administered by the hand of a Turk, a
Briton, or an American.
hnpressed, then, sir, with these sentiments, and governed
by these principles, I shall decidedly give my vote in favor of
previous amendments.
But, sir, should the question be decided contrary to my wishes, the first wish of my heart is,
that the decision may promote the happiness and prosperity
of the country so dear to us all.
Mr. GRA_rSON.
Mr. Chairman, gentlemen have misrepresented what I said on the subject of treaties.
On this
ground let us appeal to the law of nations.
How does it
stand ? Thus--that
without the consent of the national
legislature, dismemberment cannot be made.
This is a sub.ject ill which Virginia is deeply interested, and ought to be
well understood.
It ought to be expressly provided that no
dismemberment
should take place without the consent, of
the legislature.
On this occasion, I beg leave to introduce
an instance mentioned on the floor of Congress.
Francis,
king of France, was taken by the Spaniards at the battle of
Pavia.
He stipulated to give up certain territories, to be
liberated.
Yet the stipulation was not complied with, because
it was alleged that it was not made by the sovereign power.
Let us apply this.
Congress has a ri,_ht to dismember the
empire.
The President may do it, and the legislature may
confirm it. Let gentlemen contradict it if they can.
This
is one of the highest acts of sovereignty, and I think it of the
utmost importance that it should be placed on a proper tbotiug. There is an absolute necessity lbr the existence of the
power.
It may prevent the annihilation of society by procuring a peace.
It must belodged somewhere.
The opposition wish it to be put in the hands of three fourths of the
members of both houses of Congress.
It would be then
secure.
It is not so now.
The dangers of disunion were painted in strong eolors.
How is the fact ? It is this--that,
if Virginia thinks proper to insist on previous amendments, joined by New York
and North Carolina, she can procure what amendments she
pleases. What is the geographical position of these states ?
New York commands the ocean.
Virgiifia and North Carolinajoin the Spanish dominions.
What would be the situat.on, then, of the other states ? They would be topographi52
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cally separated, though politically connected with one another.
There would be no communication between the centre and
the component parts.
While those states were thus separated, of what advantage would commercial regulations be to
them ? Yet will gentlemen pretend to say that we must
adopt first, and then beg for amendments?
I see no reason
m It. We undervalue our own importance.
Consider the
vast consequence and importance of Virginia and North Carolina. What kind of connection would the rest of the states
form?
They would be carrying states, without having any
thing to carry.
They could have no communication with
the other Southern States.
1 theretbre insist that, if you are
not satisfied with the paper as it stands, it is as clear to me
as that the sun shines, that, by joining these two states, you
may command such amendments as you may think necessary
for the happiness of the people.
The
•
late Convention were not empowered totally to alter
the present Confederation.
Tile idea was to amend.
If
they lay betbre us a thing quite different, we are not bound
to accept it. There is nothing dictatorial in refusing it : we
wish to remove the spirit of party.
In all parts of the world
there is a reciprocity in contracts and compacts.
If one
man makes a proposition to another, is he bound to accept it ?
Six or seven states have agreed to it. As'it is not their
interest to stand by themselves, will they not with open arms
receive us?
Tobacco will always make our peace with
them.
I hope, then, that the honorable gentleman will filld,
on a reconsideration, that we are riot at all in that dangerous
situation he represented.
In my opinion, the idea of subsequent amendments is preposterous.
They are words without meaning.
The little states will not agree to an alteralion. When they find themselves on an equal footing with
the other states in the Senate, and all power vested in them,
_the
executive ufixed with tile legislative, _ they will
never assent.
Why are such extensive powers given to the
Senate ? Because the little states gained their point.
In
every light I consider subsequent amendments as unwise and
impolitic.
Considering the situation of the continent, this is not a
lime tbr changing our government.
I do not think we stand
so secure with respect to other nations as to change our government.
The nations of Europe look with watchful eyes
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on us, and with reason; for the West India islands _lepend
on our motions.
When we have strength, importance, and
union, they will have reason to tremble for their islands
Almost all the governments of the world have been formed
by accident.
We are now, in time of peace, without any
real cause, changing our government.
We ought to he cool
and temperate, and not act like the people of Denmark, who
gave up their liberties, in a transport of passion, to the
crown.
Let us therefore be cautious, and deliberate befi_re
we determine.
What is the situation of Virginia?
She is rich when her
resources are compared with those of others.
Is it right tbr
a rich nation to consolidate with a poor one ? By no means.
It was right for Scotland to unite with England, as ex
perience has shown.
Scotland only pays forty-eight thousand pounds, when England pays four shillings in the pound,
which amounts to two million pounds.
In all unions where
a rich sta{e is joined with a poor one, it will be found that
the rich one will pay in that disproportion.
A union between such nations ought never to take place, except in
peculiar circumstances, and on very particular conditions.
How is it with Virginia ? It is politic for her to unite, but
not on any terms.
She will pay more than her natural proportion, and the present state of the national debt renders it
an object.
She will also lose her importance.
She is now
put in the same situation as a state forty times smaller.
Does she gain any advantage from her central situation,
by acceding to that paper ? Within ten miles of Alexandria the centre of the states is said to be. It has not said
that the ten miles square will be there.
In a monarchy, the
seat of government must be where the monarch pleases.
How ought it to be in a republic like ours ? _ now in one
part, and at another time in another, or where it will best
suit the eonvenience of the people. Then I lay it down as
a political right that the seat of government ought to be fixed
by the Constitution, so as to suit the public convenience.
"Has Virginia an)." gain from her riches and commerce?
What does she get m return ? I can see what she gives up,
which is immense.
The little states gain in proportion as
we lose. Every disproportion is against us. If the effects
of such a contrariety of interests be happy, it must be extra
ordinary and wonderful.
From the very nature of the pa-
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per, oLle part, whose interest is different from the other, is
to govern it. What will be our situation ? The Northern
States are carrying states.
We are considered as productive
states.
They will consequently carry for us. Are manufactures favorable to us ? If they reciprocate the act of Charles
1I., and say that no produce of America will be carried in
any foreign bottom, what will be the consequence ? This
that all the produce of the Southern States will be carried
by the Northern States on their own terms, which must be
very high.
Though this government has the power of taxation, and
the most important subject of the legislation, there is no responsibility any where.
The members of Delaware do not
return to Virginia to give an account of their conduct.
Yet
they legislate for us. In addition to this, it will be productive of great ,xpenses.
Virginia has assumed an immense
weight of private debt, and her imports and exports are
taken away.
Judge, then, how such an accumulation of
expenses will accommodate us. I think that, were it not
for one great character in America, so many men would not
be for this government.
We have one ray of hope. We
do not fear while he lives; hut we can only expect his
fame to be immortal.
We wish to know who, besides
him, can concentrate
the confidence and affections of all
America.
He then concluded by expressing hopes that the proposition of his honorable friend would be acceded to.
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, nothing has excited
more admiration in the world than the manner in which free
governments have been established in America ; for it was
the first instance, from the creation of the world to the
American revolution, that free inhabitants
have been seen
deliberating on a form of government, and selecting such of
their citizens _ls possessed their confidence, to determine
upon and give effi_.ct to it. But why has this excited so
much wonder and applause ? Because it is of so much
magldtude, and because it is liable to be frustrated by so
many accidents.
If it has excited so much wonder that the
United States have, in the middle of war and confusion,
formed fi'ee systems of government, how much more astonishment and admiration will be excited, should they be abl,"
peaceably, freely, and satisfactorily, to establish one genera,
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government, when there is such a diversity of opinions and
interests -- when not cemented or stimulated by any common
danger!
How vast must be the difficulty of concentrating,
in one government, the interests, and conciliating
the
opinions, of so many different, heterogeneous bodies!
How have the confederacies of ancient and modern times
been formed ? As far as ancient history describes the former to us, they were brought about by the wisdom of some
eminent sage.
How was the imperfect union of the Swiss
cantons formed ? By danger.
How was the confederacy
of the United Netherlands formed?
By the same. They
are surrounded by dangers.
By these, and one influential
character, they were stimulated to unite.
How was the
Germanic system formed ? By danger, ill some degree, but
principally by the overruling influence of individuals.
When we consider this government, we ought to make
great allowances.
We must calculate the impossibility that
every state should be gratified in its wishes, and much less
that every individual should receive this gratification.
It has
never been denied, by the frielJds of the paper on the table,
that it has defects;
but they do not think that it contains
any real danger.
They conceive that they will, in all probability, be removed, when experience will show it to be
necessary.
I beg that gentlemen, in deliberating on this
subject, would consider the alternative.
Either nine states
shall have ratified it, or they will not. If nine states will
adopt it, can it be reasonably presumed, or required, that
nine states, having freely and fully considered the subiect,
and come to an affirmative decision, will, upon the demand
of a single state, agree that they acted wrong, and could not
see its defects -- tread back the steps which they have taken,
and come forward, and reduce it to uncertainty whether a
general system shall be adopted or not ? Virginia has
always heretofore spoken the language of respect to the
other states, and she has always been attended to. Will it
be that language to call on a great majority of the states to
acknowledge that they have done wrong?
Is it the language of confidence to say that we do not believe that
amendments for the preservation of the common liberty, and
_eneral interests, of the states, will be consented to by them ?
This is the language neither of confidence nor respect.
Virginia, when she speaks respectfully, will be as much at-
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tended to as she has hitherto been when speaking this
language
It is a most awful thing that depends on our deeisionno less than whether the thirteen states shall unite freely,
peaceably, and unanimously, for security of their eommon
happiness and liberty, or whether every thing is to be put
ill confusion and disorder.
Are we to.embark in this dangerous enterprise, uniting various opinions to contrary interests, with the vain hope of coming to an amicable concurrence ?
It is worthy of our consideration that those who prepared
the paper on the table found difficulties not to be described
in its tbrmation:
mutual deference and concession were
_absolutely necessary.
Had they been inflexibly tenacious
of their individual opinions, they would never have conturfed.
Under what circumstances was it formed ? When
no party was formed, or particular proposition made, and
men_s minds were calm and dispassionate.
Yet, under these
circumstances, it was difficult, extremely difficult, to agree to
any general system.
Suppose eight states only should ratify, and Virginia
should propose certain alterations, as the previous condition
of her accession.
If they should be disposed to accede tc
her proposition, which is the most favorable conclusion, the
difficulty attending it will be immense.
Every state which
has decided it, must take up the subject again.
They must
not only have the mortification of acknowledging that they
had done wrong, but the difficulty of having a reconsideration of it among the people, and appointing new conventions
to deliberate upon it. They must attend to all the amendments, which may be dictated by as great a diversity of
political opinions as there are local attachments.
When
brought together in one assembly, they must _o through,
and accede to, every one of the amendments.
The gentlemen who, within This house, have thought proper to propose
previous amendments,
have brought no less than tbrty
amendments, a bill of rights which contains twenty amendments, and twenty other alterations, some of which are improper and inadmissible.
Will not every state think herself
equally entitled to propose as many amendments?
And
suppose them to be contradictory!
I leave it to this Convention whether it be probable that they can agree, or agree to
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any thing but the plan on the table ; or whether greater difficulties will not be encountered than were experienced in
the progress of the formation of the Constitution.
I have said that there was a great contrariety of opinions
among the gentlemen in the opposition.
It has been heard in
eve,'y stage of their opposition.
I can see, fi'om their amendments, that very great sacrifices have been made by some of
them.
Some gentlemen think that it contains too much
state influence ; others, that it is a complete, consol:dation ;
and a variety of other things.
Some of them think that the
equality in the Senate is not a defect; others, that it is the
bane of all good government.
I might, if there were time,
show a variety of other eases where their opinions are contradictory.
If there be this contrariety of opinions in this
house, what contrariety may not be expected, when we take
into view thirteen conventions equally or more numerous!
Besides, it is notorious, from the debates which have been
published, that there is no sort of unitbrmity in the grounds
of the opposition.
The state of New York has been adduced.
Many in that
state are opposed to it from local views.
The two who opposed it in the general Convention from that state are in the
state Convention.
Every step of this system was opposed
by those two _entlemen.
They were unwilling to part with
the old Conf_cleration.
Can it be presumed, then, sir, that
gentlemen in this state, who admit the necessity of changing,
should ever be able to unite in sentiments with those who
are totally averse to any chan_e ?
l have revolved this question in my nfind with as much
serious attention, and called to my aid as much information,
as I could, yet I can see no reason for the apprehensions of
gentlemen ; but I think that the most happy effects for this
country would result fi'om adoption, and if Virginia will agree
to ratit'y this system, I shall look upon it as one of the most
fortunate events that ever happened for human nature.
I
cannot, therefore, without the most excruciating apprehensions, see a possibility of losing its blessings. It gives me
infinite pain to reflect that all the earnest endeavors of the
warmest friends of their country to introduce a syste.m p.romotive of our happiness, may be blasted by a rejectmn,
for which l think, with my honorable friend, that previous
amendments are but another name
The gentlemen in op-
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position seem to insist on those amendments, as if they were
all necessary for the liberty and happiness of the people.
Were I to hazard an opinion on the subject, I would declare
it infinitely more safe, in its present form, than it would be
after mtroducing into it that long train of alterations which
they call amendments.
With respect to the proposition of the honorable gentlemarl to my lefk, (Mr. Wythe,) gentlemen apprehend that, by
entlmerating three rights, it implied there were no more.
The observations made by a gentleman lately up, on that
subject, correspond precisely with my opinion.
That resolution declares that the powers granted by the proposed
Constitution are the gift of the people, and may be resumed
by them when perverted to their oppression, and every power
not granted thereby remains with the people, and at their
will. It adds, likewise, that no right, of any denomination,
can be cancelled, abridged, restrained, or modified, by the
general government, or any of its officers, except in those
instances in which power is given by the Constitution for
these purposes.
There cannot be a more positive and unequivocal declaration of the principle of the adoption--that
every thing not granted is reserved.
This is obviously and
self-evidently the case, without the declaration.
Can the
general government exercise any power not delegated ? If
an enumeration be made of our rights, will it not be implied
that every thing omitted is given to the general government ?
Has not the honorable gentleman himself admitted that an
imperfect enumeration is dangerous?
Does tile Constitution say that they shall not alter the law of descents, or do
those things which would subvert the whole system of the
state laws ? If it did, what was not excepted would be
granted.
Does it follow, from the omission of such restrictions, that they can exercise powers not delegated ? The
reverse of the proposition holds. The delegation alone warrants the exercise of any power.
With respect to the amendments proposed by the honorable gentleman, it ought to be considered how far they are
good. As far as they are palpably and insuperably objectionable, they ought to be opposed.
One amendment he proposes is, that any army which shall be necessary shall be
raised by the consent of two thirds of the states.
I most
devoutly wish that there may never be an occasion for having
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a single regiment. There can be no harm in declaring thal
standing armies, in time of peace, are dangerous to liberty,
and ought to be avoided, as t_tr as it may be consistent with
the protection of the community. But when we come to
say that the national security shall depend, not on a majority
of the people of America, but that it m_ty be frustrated by
less than one third of the people of America, I ask if this be
a sate or proper mode. What parts of the United States
are most likely to stand in need of this protection? The
weak parts, which are the Southern States. Will it be safe
to leave the United States at the mercy of one third of the
states--a number which may comprise a very small proportion of the American people? They may all be in that part
of America which is least exposed to danger. As f:_r as a
remote situation from dauger wnuld render exertions for
pubiic defence less active, so far the Southern States would
be endangered.
The regulation of commerce, he fiirther proposed, should
depend on two thirds of both houses. I wish 1 could recollect the history of this matter; but I cannot call it to mind
with sufficient exactness. But I well recollect the re_soning
of some gentlemen on that subject. It was said, and I believe with truth, that every part of America do_'s not stand
in equal need of security. It was observed that the Northern States were most competent to their own safety. Was
it reasonable, asked they, that they should bind themselves
to the defence of the. Southern States, and still be left at the
mercy of the minority for commercM advantages? Should
it be in the power of the minority to deprive them of this
and other advantages, when they we,'e bound to defend the
whole Union, it might be a disadvantage for them to confederate.
These were his arguments. This policy of gu_rding
against political inconveniences, by enabling a small part of
the community to oppose the government, and sub.iecdng
the majority to a small minority, is fallacious. In some cases
it may be good ; in others it may be fatal. In all cases, it
puts it in the power of the mi,_ority to decide a question which
concerns the majority.
I was struck with surprise when I heard him express himself alarmed with respect to the emancipation of slaves.
Let me ask, if they should even attempt it, if it will not be
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a usurpation of power.
There is no power to warrant it, in
that paper.
If there be, I know it not. But why should it
be done ? Says the honorable gentleman, for the geueral
welfare : it will infuse strength into our system.
Can any
member of this committee suppose that it will increase our
strength ? Can any one believe that the American councils
will come into a measure which will strip them of their property, and discourage and alienate the affections of five
thirteenths of the Union ? Why was nothing of this sort
aimed at before ? I believe such an idea never entered into
any American breast, nor do I believe it ever will enter into
the heads of those gentlemen who substitute unsupported
suspicions for reasons.
I am persuaded that the gentlemen who contend for previous amendments are ,ot aware of the dangers which must
result. Virginia, after having made opposition, will be obliged
to recede from it. Might not the nine states'say, with a great
deal of propriety, " It is not proper, decent, or right, in you, to
demand that we should reverse what we have done. Do as we
have done ; place confidence in us, as we have done in one
another; and then we shall freely, fairly, and dispassionately
consider and investigate your propositions, and endeavor to
gratify your wishes. But if you do not do this, it is more reasonable that you should yield to us than we to you. You
cannot exist without us ; you must be a member of the Union.
The case of Maryland, instanced by the gentleman, does
not hold. She would not agree to confederate, because the
other states would not assent to her claims of the western
lands.
Was she gratified?
No; she put herself like 1he
rest.
Nor has she since been gratified.
The lands are in
the common stock of the Union.
As far as his amendments are not objectionable, or unsafe,
so far they may be subsequently recommended -- not because
they are necessary, but because they can produce no possible
danger, and may gratify some gentlemen's wishes.
But 1
never can consent to his previous amendments, because they
are preznant with dreadful dangers.
Mr. _IENRY.
Mr. Chairman, the honorable gentleman
who was up some time ago exhorts us not to fall into a repetition of the defects of the Confederation.
He said we
ought not to declare that each state retains every powel
jurisdiction, and right, which is not expressly delegated, be
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cause, experience has proved the insertion of such a res_liction to be destructive, and mentioned an instance to prove
it. That ease, Mr. Chairman, appears to me to militate
against himself.
Passports would not be given by Congress
and why ? Because there was a clause in the Confederation which denied them implied powers.
And says he,
Shall we repeat the error?
He asked me where was the
power of emancipating slaves.
I say it will be implied, unh_ss implication be prohibited.
He admits that the power of
granting passports will be in tb.e new CongrPss without the
insertion of this restriction;
yet he can show me nothing
like such a power granted in that Constitution.
Notwithstanding he admits their right to this power by implication,
he says that I am unfair and uncandid in my deduction that
they can emancipkte our slaves, though the word emancipation is not mentioned in it. They can exercise power by
implication ill one instance, as well as in another.
Thus, by
the gentleman's own argumeut, they can exercise the power,
thouzh it be not delegated.
We were then told that the power of treaties and commerce was the sine qua non of the Union; that the liltle
states would not coufederate otherwise.
There is a thing
not preseut to human view. We have seen great concessions fi'om the large states to the little states.
But little
concessions from lhe little states to the great states will be
refused.
He concedes that great concessions were made in
the great Convention.
Now, when we speak of rights, and
not of emoluments, these little states would not have been
affected. What boon did we ask ? We demanded only rights
which ought to be unalienable and sacred. We have nothing
local to ask.
We ask rights which concern the general haI)
piness. Must not.justice bring them into the concession of
_hese ? The honorable gentleman was pleased to say that
the new governmetit, in this policy, will be equal to what
the present is. If so, that amendment will not injure that
part.
He then mentioned the danger that would arise from
(o)reigngold. We may be bribed by foreign powers if we ask
r amendments, to secure our own'happiness.
Are we to be
bribed to forget our own interests ? I will ask, if foreign
gold be likely to opera:e, where will it be ? In the seat of
government, or in those little channels in which the state
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autaority will flow ? It will be at the fountain of power,
where bribery will not be detected.
He speaks of war and
bloodshed.
Whence do this war and bloodshed come?
l fear it, but not from the source he speaks of. I fear
it, sir, from the operation and friends of the federal governnlent.
He speaks with contempt of this amendment.
But whoever will advert to the use made repeatedly, in England, of the prerogative of tile king, and the frequent attacks
on the privileges of the people, notwithstanding many legislative acts to secure them, will see the necessity of excluding
implications.
Nations who have trusted to logical deduction
have lost their liberty.
The honorable gentleman last up agrees that there are
defects, and by and by, he says there is no defect.
Does
not this amount to a declaration that subsequent amendments
are not necessary ? His arguments, great as the gentleman's
abilities are, tend to prove that amendments cannot be
obtained after adoption.
Speaking of forty amendments, he
calculated that it was something like impracticability to
obtain them.
I appeal, therefore, to the candor of the
honorable gentleman, and this committee, whether amendments be not absolutely unattainable, if we adopt; for he
has told us that, if the other states will do like this, they
cannot be previously obtained.
Will the gentleman bring
this home to himself?
This is a piece of information which
I expected.
The worthy member who proposed to ratif)'
has also proposed that what amendments may be deemed
necessary should be recommended to Congress, and that a
committee should be appointed to consider what amendments were necessary.
But what does it all come to at
last ? That it is a vain prqjeet, _nd that it is indecent and
improper.
I will not argue unfairly, but I will ask him if
amendments are not unattainable.
Will gentlemen, then,
lay their hands on their hearts, and say that they can adopt
it in this shape?
When we demand this security of our
privileges, the language of Virginia is not that of respect!
Give me leave to deny.
She only asks amendments
previo_Jsto her adoption of the Constitution.
Was the honorable gentleman accurate, when he said
that they could exist better without us than we could without them?
I will make no comparison.
But I will say
that the states which have adopted will not make a re-
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speetable appearance wtthout us. Would he advise them
to refuse us admission when we profess ourselves friends
to the Union, and only solicit them to secure our rights ?
We do not reject a connection with them. We only declare
that we will adopt it, if they will but consent to the security
of rights essential to the general happiness.
He told you to confine yourselves to amendments which
were indisputably true, as applying to several parts of the
system proposed.
Did you hear any tiling like tile admission
of the want of such amendments ti'om any one else ? I will
not insist on any that does not stand on the broad basis of
humm rights.
He says there are forty.
1 say there is but
one half the number, fbr the hill of rights is but one amendment.
He tells you of the important blessings which he imagines
will result to us and mankind in general from the adoption
of this system.
I see the awful immensity of the dangers
with which it is pregnant.
I see it. I feelit.
I see beings
of a higher order anxious concerning our decision.
When
1 see beyond the horizon that bounds human eyes, and look
at the final consummation of all human things, and see those
intelligent beings which inhabit the ethereal mansions reviewing the political decisions and revolutions which, in the
progress of time, will happen in America, and the consequent
happiness or misery of mankind, I am led to believe that
much of the account, on one side or the other, will depend
on what we now decide.
Our own happiness alone is not
affected by the event.
All nations are interested in the
determination.
We have it in our power to secure the
happiness of one half of the human race. Its adoption may
involve the misery of the other hemisphere.
[Here a violent storm arose, whichput the house in such disorder,thal
Mr. Henry was obligedto eonelude.]
Mr. NICHOLAS
proposed that the question should be
put at nine o'clock next d_y.
He was ol)posed by Mr. CLAY.
Mr. RONALD
also opposed the motion, and wished
amendments to be prepared by a committee, before the
question should be put.
Mr. NICHOLAS
contended that the language of the
proposed ratification would secure every thing which gentlemen desired, as it declared that all powers vested in the
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Constitution were derived from the people, and might be
resumed by them whensoever they should be perverted to
their injury and oppression; and that every power not
granted thereby, remained at their will. No dan_er whatever could arise;
for, says he, these expressions
will
become a part of the contract.
The Constitution cannot be
binding on Virginia, but with these conditions.
If thirteen
individuals are about to make a contract, and one agrees to
it, but at the same time declares that he understands its
meaning, signification, and intent, to be, (what the words of
the contract plainly and obviously ddnote,) that it is not to be
construed so as to impose any supplementary condition upon
him, and that he is to be exonerated from it whensoever any
such imposition shall be attempted, u] ask whether, in this
case, these conditions, on which he has assented to it, would
not he binding on the other twelve.
In like manner Ihese
conditions will be binding on Congress.
They can exercise
no power that is not expressly granted them.
Mr. RONALD.
Mr. Chairman, I came hither with a
determination to give my vote so as to secure the liberty and
privileges of my constituents.
I thought that a great majority argued that amendments were necessary.
Such is
my opinion ; but whether they ought to be previous or subsequent to our adoption, I leave to the wisdom of this committee to determine.
I feel an earnest desire to know what
amendments shall be proposed, before the question be put.
One honorable gentleman has proposed several amendments.
They are objected to by other gentlemen.
I do not declare
myself for or against those amendments;
but Unless I see
such amendments, one way or the other, introduced, as will
secure the happiness of the people, and prevent their privileges from being endangered, I must, though much against
my inclination, vote against this Constitution.
Mr. MADISON conceived that what defects might be in
the Constitution might be removed by the amendatory mode
in itself.
As to a solemn declaration of our essential rights,
he thought it unnecessary and dangerous u unnecessary, because it was evident that the general government had no
power but what was given it, and that the delegation alone
warranted the exercise of power; dangerous, because an
enumeration which is not complete is not safe. Such an
v,numeration could not be made, within any compass of time,
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as would be equal to a general negation, such as his honora[,le friend (Mr. Wythe) had proposed.
He declared that
such amendments as seemed, in his judgment, to be without
danger, he would readily admit, and that he would be the
last to oppose any such amendment as would give satisfaction to any gentleman, unless it were dangerous.
WEDNESDAY,
June 25, 1788.
Mr. NICHOLAS.
Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to
enter into any further debate. The friends of the Constinltion wish to take up no more time, the matter being now
fully discussed.
They are convinced that further time will
answer no end but to serve the cause of those who wish to
destroy the Constitution.
We wish it to be ratified, and
such amendments as may be thought necessary to be subsequently considered by a committee, in order to be recommended to Congress, to be acted upon according to the
amendatory mode presented in itself. Gentlemen in the opposition have said that the friends of the Constitution would
depart after the adoption, without entering into any consideration of subsequent amendments.
I wish to know their
authority.
I wish for subsequent amendments as a friend to
the Constitution ; I trust its other friends wish so too ; and
[ believe no gentleman has any intention of departing. The
amendments contained in this paper are those we wish ; but
we shall agree to any others which will not destroy the
spirit of the Constitution, or that will better secure liberty.
He then moved that the clerk should read the resolution
proposed by Mr. Wythe, in order that the question might be
put upon it ; which being done, Mr. TYLER moved to read
the amendments and bill of rights proposed by Mr. Henry,
.tbr the same purpose.
Mr. HARRISON.
Mr. Chairman, the little states refilsed to come into the Union without extravagant com'essions. It will be the same case on every other occasion.
Can it be supposed that the little states, whose interest and
importance are greatly advanced by the Constitution as it
now stands, will ever agree to any alteration which must infallibly diminish their political influence ? On this occasion,
h_.tus behave with that fortitude which animated us in our
resistance to Great Britain.
The situation and disposition of the states render subse
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quent amendments dangerous and impolitic, and pre_ious
amendments eligible.
New Hampshire does not approve of the Constitution as
it stands.
They have refused it so. In _Massachusetts, we are told
that there was a decided majority in their Convention who
opposed the Constitution as it stood, and were in faver of
previous amendments, but were afterwards, by the address
and artifice of the federalists, prevailed upon to ratify it.
Rhode Island is not worthy the attention of this house.
She is of no weight or importance to influence any general
subject of consequence.
Connecticut adopted it, without proposing amendments.
New York, we have ever)' reason to believe, will reject
the Constitution, unless amendments be obtained.
Hence
it clearly appears that there are three states which wish for
amendments.
Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, have adopted it unconditionally.
In Maryland, there is a considerable number who wish
amendments to be had.
Virginia is divided, let this question be determined which
way it will. One half of the people, at least, wish amendments to be obtained.
North Carolina is decidedly against it. South Carolina
has proposed amendments.
Under this representation, it appears that there are seven
states who wish to get amendments.
Can it be doubted, if
the seven states insert amendments as the condition of their
accession, that they would be agreed to? Let us not,
then, be persuaded into an opinion that the Union will be
dissolved if we should reject it. I have no such idea.
As far as I am acquainted with history, there never existed
a constitution where the liberty of the people was established in this way.
States have risen by gradtml steps : let
us follow their example.
The line which we ought to pursue is equally bounded.
How comes that paper on .v°ur
table to be now here discussed ? The state of Virginia,
finding the power of the Confederation insufficient for the
happiness of the people, invited the other states to call a
convention, in order that the powers of Congress might be
enlarged.
I was not in the Assembly then ; and if I had been,
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l have no vanity to suppose I could have decided more cautiously.
They were bound to do what we ought to do now.
I have no idea of danger to the Union.
A vast majority,
from every calculation, are invincibly attached to it. I see an
earnest desire in gentlemen to bring this country to be
great and powerfid.
Considering the very late period when
this country was first settled, and the present state of population and wealth, this is impossible now. The attempt
will bring ruin and destruction upou us. These things must
not be tbrced.
They must come of course, like the course
of rivers, gently going on. As to the inconvenicnces, to me,
from adoption, they are none at all. I atn not prejudiced
against New England, or any part. They are held up to us
as a people from whom protection will come. Will any protection come from thence for many years ? When we were
invaded, did any gentleman from the Northern States come
to relieve us ? No, sir, we were left to be buffeted.
General Washington, in the greatness of his soul, came with the
French auxiliaries, and relieved us opportunely.
Were it not
for this, we should have been ruined.
I call Heaven to witness that I am a friend to the Union.
But 1 conceive the
measure of adoption to be unwarrantable,
precipitate, and
dangerously impolitic.
Should we rush into sudden perdition, I should resist with the fin'titude of a man.
As to the
amendments
proposed by gentlemen, I do not object to
them: they are inherently good. But they are put in the
wrong place_ subsequent instead of previous.
[Mr. Harrison added other observations, which could not be heard.]
Mr. MADISON.
Mr. Chairman, I should not have risen
at all, were it not for what the honorable gentleman said.
If there be any suspicions that, if the ratification be made,
the friends of the system will withdraw their concurrence,
and much more, their persons, it shall never be with my approbation.
Permit me to remark that, if he has given us a
true state of the disposition of the several members of the
Union, there is no doubt they will agree to the same amendments after adoption.
If we propose the conditional amendments, I entreat gentlemen
To consider the distance to
which they throw the ultimate settlement, and the extreme
risk of perpetual disunion.
They cannot but see how easy
it will be to obtain subsequent amendments.
Thay cats
be prop'Jsed when the legislatures of two thirds of the states
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shall make application for that purpose ; and the legislatures
of three fourths of the states, or conventions in the same,
can fix the amendments so proposed.
If there be an equal
zeal in every state, can there be a doubt that they will concur in reasonable amendments ? It; on the other hand,
we call on the states to rescind what they have done, and
confess that they hace done wrong, and to consider the subject a_ain, it will produce such unnecessary delays, and is
pregm_nt with such infinite dangers, that I cannot contem.
plate it without horror.
There are uncertainty
and confusion on the one hand, and order, tranquillity, and certainty,
on the other.
Let us not hesitate to elect the latter alternative.
Let us join with cordiality in those alterations we
think proper.
There is no friend to the Constitution but
who will concur in that mode.
Mr. MONROE, alter an exordium which could not be
heard, remarking that the question now before the committee was, whether previous or subsequent amendments
were the most prudent, strongly supported the former.
He
could not conceive that a conditional ratification would, in
the most remote degree, endanger the Union; for that it
was as clearly the interest of the adopting states to be
united with Virginia, as it could be her interest to be in
union with them.
He demanded if they would arm the
states against one another, and make themselves enemies of
those who were respectable and powerful from their situation and numbers.
He had no doubt that they would, in
preference to such a desperate and violent measure, come
forward and make a proposition to the other states, so far as
it would be consistent with the general interest.
Adopt it
r,ow, unconditionally, says he, and it will never be amended,
not even when experience shall have proved its defects.
An alteration will be a diminution of their power, and there
will be great exertions made to prevent it. I have no dread
that they will immediately infringe the dearest rights of the
people, but that the operation of the government will be oppressive in process of time. Shall we not pursue the dictates of common sense, and the example of all free and wise
nations, and insist on amendments with manly fortitude
It is urged that there is an impossibility of getting previous amendments, and that a variety of circumstances concur to render it impracticable.
This argument appears to
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me fallacious, and as a specious evasion. The same cause
which has hitherto produced a spirit of unanimity, and a
predilection for the Union, will hereafter produce the same
effects.
How did the federal Convention meet ? From the beginning of time, in any age or country, did ever men meet
under so loose, uneurbed a commission ? There was nothing to restrain them but their characters and reputation.
They could not organize a system without defects.
This
eannot, then, be perfect.
Is it not presumable that lq
subsequent attempts we shall make it more eomplete and
perfbct ?
What are the great objections now made ? Are they
local ? What are the amendments
brought forth by my
friends ? Do they not contemplate the _reat interests of the
people, and of the Union at large?
i am satisfied, from
what we have seen of the disposition of the other states,
that, instead of disunion and national confusion, there will
be harmony and perfect concord.
Disunion is more to be.
apprehended from the adoption of a system reprobated by
some, and allowed by all to be defective.
The arguments
of gentlemen have no weight on my mind.
It is unnecessary to enter into the refutation of them.
My honorable
friends have done it highly to my satisfaction.
Permit me
only to observe, with respect to those amendments,
that
they are harmless.
Do they change a feature of the Constitution ? They secure our rights without altering a single
feature.
I trust, therefore, that gentlemen will concur with
them.
Mr. INNES.
Mr. Chairman, I have hitherto been silent
on this great and interesting question.
But my silence has
not proceeded from a neutrality of sentiments, or a supineness of disposition.
The session of the Court of Oyer and
Terminer, at this time, has indispensably called my attention to the prosecutions for the commonwealth.
Had I
taken an earlier part in the discussion, my observations
would have been desultory, and perhaps not satisfactory,
not being apprized of all the arguments which had been
used by gentlemen.
We are now brought to that great part
of the system where it is necessary for me to take a decided
part.
This is one of the most important questions that ever
agitated the councils of America. When I see in this house,
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divided in opinion, several of those brave officers whom 1
have seen so gallantly fighting and bleeding for their country, the question is doubly interesting to me. I thought it
would be the last of human events, that I should be on a
different side from them on so awful an occasion.
However
painful and distressiug to me the recollection of this diversity of sentiment may be, I am consoled by this reflection-that difference of opinion has a happy consequence ; it aids
discussion, and is a friend to truth.
We ought (and I hope
we have the temper) to be regulated by candor and moderation-without
which, in a deliberative body, every thing
with respect to the public good evaporates into nothing.
I came hither under a persuasion that the felicity of our
country required that we should accede to this system ; but I
am free to declare that I came in with my mind open to conviction, and a predetermination
to recede from my opinion,
if I should find it to be erroneous.
I have heard nothing
hitherto that would warrant a change of one idea. The objections urged by the advocates of the opposition have been
ably, and, ill my conception, satisfactorily answered by the
friends of the Constitution.
I wish, instead of reasouing
ti'om possible abuses, that the government had been consid
ered as an abstract position, drawn from the history of ah
natious and such theoretic opinions as experience has
demonstrated to be right.
I have waited to hear this mode
of reasoning, but in vain.
Instead of this, sir, horrors have
been called up, chimeras suggested, and every terrific and
melancholy idea adduced to prevent what I think indispensably necessary for our national honor, happiness, and safety
I mean the adoption of the system under consideration.
How are we to decide this question ? Shall we take the
system by way of subsequent amendments,
or propose
amendments
as the" previous condition of our adoption ?
Let us consider this question coolly.
In my humble opinion, it transcends the power of this Convention to take it
with previous amendments.
If you take it so, I say that
you tr_mscend and violate the commission of the people ; for,
if it be taken with amendments, the opinions of the people at
larg.e ought to be consulted on them.
Have they an opportumty of considering previous amendments?
They have
seen the Constitution, and sent us hither to adopt or rqiect it.
Have we more lati*ude on this subject ? If you proposa
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previous amendments as the condition of your adoption,
they may radically change the paper on the table, and he
people will be bound by what they know not.
Subsequent
amendments would not have that effect. They would not
operate till the people had an opportunity of considering and
altering them, if they thought proper.
They could have it
in their power to give contrary directions to their members
of Congress.
But I observe, with regret, that there is a general spirit
of jealousy with respect to our northern brethren.
Had we
this political jealousy in 1775?
If" we had had, it would
have.damped our ardor and intrepidity, and prevented that
unanimous resistance which enabled us to triumph over our
enemies.
It was not a Virginian, Carolinian, or Pennsylvanian, but the glorious name of an American, that exte,nded fi'om one end of the continent to the other, that was then
beloved and confided in. Did we then expect that, in case
of success, we should be armed against one another?
I
would have submitted to British tyranny rather than to
northern tyranny, had what we have been told been true-that they had no part of that philanthropic spirit which
cherishes fraternal affection, unites friends, enables them to
achieve the most gallant exploits, and renders them formidable to other nations.
Gentlemen say that the states have not similar interests ;
that what will accommodate their interests will be incompatible with ours; and that the northern oppression will
fetter and manacle the hands of the southern people. Wherein does the dissimilarity consist ? Does not our existence
as a nation depend on our union ? Is it to be supposed that
their principles will be so constuprated, and that they will
be so blind to their own true interests, as to alienate the affections of the Southern States, and adopt measures which
will produce discontents, and terminate in a dissolution of a
union as necessary to their happiness as to ours?
Will not
brotherly affection rather be cultivated ? Will not the great
p,'inciples of reciprocal friendship and mutual amity be constantly inculcated, so as to conciliate all parts of the Union ?
This will be inevitably necessary, t_om the unity of their
inte:¢sts with ours. To suppose that they would act contrary to these principles, would be to suppose them to be not
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only destitute of honor and probity, hut void of reason u
not only bad, but mad men.
The honorable gentleman has warned us to guard against
European politics.
Shall we not be more able to set their
machinations at defiance, by uniting our councils and strength,
than by splitting into factions and divisions ? Our divisions,
and cousequent debility, are the objects most ardently wished
for by the nations of Europe. What cause induced Great
Britain, and other European nations which h_d settlements
in America, to keep their colonies in all infantiue condition ?
What cause leads them to exclude our vesselg l_om the West
Indies ? The fear of our becoming important and powerfid.
Will not they be perpetually stimulated by this fear ? Will
not they incessantly endeavor to depress us by force or stratagem ? Is there no danger to be apprehended from Spain,
whose extensive and invaluatfle possessions are in our vicinity ? Will that nation rejoice at an augmentation of our
strength or wealth ?
But we are told that we need not be afraid of Great
Britain.
Will that great, that warlike, that vindictive nation lose the desire of revenging her losses and disgraces ?
Will she passively overlook flagrant violations of the treaty ?
Will she lose the desire of retrievin_ those laurels which are
buried in America?
Should I transfuse into the breast of a
Briton that amor patrice which so strongly predominates in
my own, he would say, While I have a guinea, I shall give
it to recover lost America !
But, says another gentleman, the maritime powers of Europe look with anxious and jealous eyes on you. While you
are helpless, they will let you alone; but if you attempt to
become respectable, they will crush you!
Is this the language or consolation of an American ? Must we acquiesce
to continue in this situation ? We should, by this way of
reasoning, sacrifice our own honor and interests, to please
those supercilious nations, and promote their interests; and,
with every means of acquiring a powerfid fleet, would never
have a ship of the line. To promote their glory, we should
become wretched and contemptible.
Our national glory,
our honor, our interests, forbid this disgraceful conduct.
It
may be said that the ancients, who deserved and acquired
glory, have lost their liberty.
Call to mind the many nations of Indians _nd cannibals that have lost it likewise
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And who would not rather be a Roman, than one of those
who hardly deserve to be enumerated among the human
species ?
This question is as important as the revolution which severed us from the British empire.
It rests now to be determined whether America has in reality gained by that change
which has been thought so glorious, and whether those hecatombs of American heroes, whose blood was so freely shed
at the shrine of liberty, fell in vain, or whether we shall establish such a government as shall render America respectable and happy.
I wish her not only to be internally possessed of political and civil liberty, but to be tbrmidable,
terrible, and dignified in war, and not depend on the ambitious princes of Europe for tranquillity, security, or safety.
1 ask, if the most petty of those princes, even tile dey of
Algiers, were to make war upon us, if the other states of
Europe should keep a neutrality, whether we should no*. be
reduced to the greatest distress ? Is it not in the power
of any maritime power to seize our vessels, and destroy our
commerce, with impunity ?
But we are told that the New Englanders mean to take
our trade from us, and make us hewers of wood and carriers
of water; and, the next moment, that they will emancipate
our slaves!
But how inconsistent is this!
They tell you
that the admission of the importation of slaves for twenty
years shows that their policy is to keep us weak ; and yet,
the next moment, they tell you that they intend to set them
free ! If it be their object to corrupt and enervate us, will
they emancipate our slaves ? Thus they complain and argue against it on contradictory principles.
The Constitution
is to turn the world topsy-turvy, to make it answer their
various purposes !
Can it be said that liberty of conscience is in danger ?
I observe on the side of the Constitution
those who have
been champions of religious liberty, an attack on which I
would as soon resist as one on civil liberty.
Do they emoy consistent arguments to show that it is in danger ?
hey inform you that Turks, Jews, Infidels, Christians, and
all other sects, may be Presidents, and command the fleet
and army, there being no test to be required ; and yet the
tyrannical and inquisitorial Congress will ask me, as a private citizen, what is my opinion on religion, and punish
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me if it does not conform to theirs. 1 cannot think the
gentleman could be serious when he made these repugnant
and incompatible objections.
With respect to previous amendments, what will be the
consequence ? Virginia first discovered the defects of the
existing confederacy.
When the legislature was sitting, a
few years ago, they sent an invitation to the other states to
make amendments to it. After some preparatory steps, the
late federal Convention was called.
To this were sere select deputies from all the states except Rhode Island.
After
five months spent in tedious and painful investigation, they,
with great difficulty, devised the paper on the table ; and it
has been adopted by every state which has considered and
discussed it. Virginia is about dictating again to the other
states.
Eight states have exercised their sovereignty in ratifying it. fret, with a great deal of humility, we ask them
to rescind, and make such alterations as the ancient dominion
shall think proper.
States are but an aggregate of individuals. Would not an individual spurn at such a requisition ?
They will say, It has been laid before you, and if you do not
like it, consider the consequences.
We are as free, sister
Virginia, and as independent, as you are ; we do not like to
be dictated to by you. But, say gentlemen, we can afterwards come into the Union; we may come in at another
time; that is, if they do not accede to our dictatorial mandate.
They are not of such yielding, pliant stuff, as to revoke a decision founded on their most solemn deliberations,
to gratify our capricious wishes.
After hearing the arguments on this subject, and finding'
such a variety of contradictory
objections, I am the more
averse to solicit another convention, from which I should expect great discord, and no good effect at all. Not doubting
the sincerity of gentlemen:s protestations, I say, the mode
pointed out in the Constitution is much better ; for, according to their mode, the Union would never be complete till
the thirteen states had acceded to it, and eight states must
rescind and revoke what they have done.
By the paper before you, if two thirds of the states think amendments necessary, Congress are obliged to call a convention to propose
amendments, which are to be submitted to the legislatures,
or conventions, in three fourths of the states, the acquiescence
of which will render them binding.
Now, is there not a
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eater probability of obtaining the one th_ln the other
ill not nine states more probably agree to any amendments
than thirteen ? The doctrine of chances is in favor of it.
Unless we in vain look for a perfect constitution, we oughl
to take it. In vain you will seek, from India to the pole, fol
a perfect constitution.
Though it may have certain defects,
yet l doubt whether any system more perfect can be obtained at this time.
Let us no longer pursue chimerical and
ridiculous systems.
Let us try it: experience is the best
test.
It will bear equally "onall the stales from New Hampshire to Georgia; and as it will operate equally on all, they
will all call for amendments;
and whatever the spirit ot
America calls for, must doubtless take place immediately.
I consider Congress as ourselves, as our fellow-citizens,
and no more different from us than our delegates ill the
state legislature.
I consider them as haviug all a fellowfeeling for ns, and that they will never forget that this government is that of the people.
Under this impression, I conclude that they will never da,'e to go beyond the bot,nds
prescribed in the Constitution, and that, as they are eligible
and removable by ourselves, there is sufficient responsibility ;
for where the power of election frequently reverts to the
people, and that reversion is unimpeded, there can be no danger. Upon the whole, this is the question--Shall
it be
adopted or rejected ? With respect to previous amendments,
they are equal to rejection.
They are abhorrent to my
mind.
I consider them as the greatest of evils. I think
myself bound to vote against every measure which I conceive
to be a total rejection, than which nothing, in my conception, can be more imprudent, destructive, and calamitous.
Mr. TYLER.
Mr. Chairman, I should have been satisfied with giving my vote on the question to-day ; but, as I
wish to hand down to posterity my opposition to this system,
l conceive it to be my duty to declare the principles on
which I disapprove it, and the cause of my opposition.
I
have seriously considered the subject in my mind, and when
I consider the effects which may happen to this country from
its adoption, I tremble at it. My opposition to it arose first
from general principles, independent of any local consideration.
But when I find that the Constitution is expressed
in indefinite terms, in terms which the gentlemen who composed it do not all concur in the meamng of,--I say that,
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when it is thus liable to objections and different constructions, I find no rest in my mind.
Those clauses which
answer different constructions will be used to serve particular purposes.
If the able members who composed it cannot
agree on the construction of it, shall I be thought rash or
wrong to pass censure on its ambiguity ?
The worthy member last up has brought us to a degrading situation mthat
we have no right to propose amendments,
l should have expected such language had we
already adopted a Constitution which will preclude us from
this advantage.
If we propose to them to reconsider what
they have done, and not rescind it, will it be dictating to
them?
l do not undertake to say that our amendmenls
will bind other states: l hope no gentleman will be so weak
as to say so. But no gentleman on the other side will deny
our right of proposing amendments.
Wherefore is it called
dictatorial ? It is not my wish that they should rescind but
so much as will secure our peace and liberty.
We wish to
propose such amendments to the sister states as will reconcile all the states.
Will gentlemen think this will dissolve
the Union ?
Among all the chimeras adduced on this occasion, we are
intialidated with the fear of being attacked by the petty
princes of Europe.
The little predatory nations of Europe
are to cross the Atlantic and fall upon us; and to avoid this,
we must adopt this government, with all its defects.
Are
we to be frightened into its adoption ?
The gentleman has objected to previous amendments, because the people did not know them.
Have they seen their
subsequent amendments ?
[Here Mr.Innes rose, and e_plalnedthe differencemthat previous
amendmentswouldbe bindingon the people,though they had never seen
them, and should have no opportunity of considering them before they
should operate; but that subsequent amendments,being only recommendatory in their nature, could bereviewedby the people beforethey would
becomea part of the system; and, if theydisapprovedofthem, they migllt
direct their delegatesiri Cong'ressto alter and modifythem.]
Mr. TYLER
then proceeded: I have seen their subse
quent amendments, and, although they hold out something
like the thing we wish, yet they have not entered pointedly
and substantially into it. What have they said about direct
taxation ? They have said nothingon this subject.
Is there
any limitation of, or restriction on, the federal judicial
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power ? l think not.
So that gentlemen hold out the idea
of amendments which will not alter one dangerous part of it.
It contains many dangerous articles.
No gentleman here
can give such a construction of it as will give general satisfaction.
Shall we he told that we shall be attacked by the
Algerines, and that disunion will take place, unless we
adopt it ? Such language as this I did not expect here.
Little did I think that matters would come to this, when we
separated from the mother country.
There, sir, every man
is amenable to punishment.
There is far less responsibility
in this government.
British tyranny would have been more
toleratlle.
By our present government, every mall is secure
in his person, and tile etljoyment of lris property.
There is
no man who is not liable to be punished for misdeeds. I
ask, What is it that disturbs men whose liberty is in the
highest zenith ? Human nature will always be the same.
Men never were, nor ever will, be satisfied with their happiness.
They tell you that one letter's alteration will destroy it.
I say. that it is very far from being perfect.
I ask, if it were
put m immediate operation, whether the people could bear
it--whether
two bodies can tax the same species of property.
The idea of two omnipotent powers is inconsistent.
The natural tendency must be, either a revolt, or the destruction of the state governments, and a consolidation of them
all into one general system.
If we are to be consolidated,
let it be on better grounds.
So long as climate will have
effect on men, so long will the di_rent
climates of tire
United States render us different.
Therefore a consolidation
is contrary to our nature, and can only be supported hy an
arbitrary government.
Previous and subsequent amendments are now th,e only dispute ; and when gentlemen say that there is a greater probability of ohtainin,_ the one than the other, they accompany
their assertions with no kind of argument.
What is the
reason that amendments cannot be got after ratification ?
Because we have grgnted power.
Because the amendments
.you propose will diminish their power, and undo some clauses
m that paper.
This ar_,ument proves to ale that they cannot be serious.
It has been plainly proved to you that it is
impracticable.
Local advantages are given up, as well as the
"eg.,atlon
of trade.
When it is the case. will the .ittlc
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states agree to an alteration? When gentlemen insist on
this, without producing any argument, they will find no
credulity in me. Another convention ought to be had,
whether the amendments be previous or subsequent. They
say another convention is dangerous. How is this proved ?
It is only their assertion. Gentlemen tell us we shall be
ruined without adoption. Is this reasonable? It does not
appear so to me.
Much has been said on the subject of war by fi_reigners,
and the Indians; but a great deal has been said in refutation of'it. Give me leave to say that, from the situation oft
thc powers of Europe at this time, no danger is to be apprehended from thence. Will the French go to war with you,
if you do not pay them what you owe them? Will they
thereby destroy that balance, to preserve which they have
taken such immense trouble ? But Great Britain will go to
war with you, unless you comply with the treaty. Great
Britain, which, to my sorrow, has monopolized our trade, is
to go to war with us unless the law of treaties be binding.
Is this reasonable ? It is not the interest of Britain to quarrel with us. She will not hazard any measure which may
tend to take our trade out of her hands. It is not the interest of Holland to see us destroyed or oppressed. It is the
interest of every nation in Europe to keep up the balance of
power, and therefore they will not suffer any nation to attack us, without immediately interfering.
But much is said of the propriety of our becoming a great
and powerful nation. There is a great difference between
offensive and defensive war. If we can defend ourselves, it
is su_eient.
Shall we sacrifice the peace and happiness of
this country, to enable ,s to make wanton war ?
My conduct throughout the revolution will justify me. 1
have invariably wished to oppose oppressions. It is true
that I have now a paltry office. I am willing to give it up
--away with it ! It has no influence on my present conduct. I wish Congress to have the regulation of trade. 1
was of opinion that a partial regulation alone would not suffice. I was among those members who, a few years ago,
proposed that regulation. I have lamented that I have put
my hand to it, since this measure may have grown out of it.
{t'was the hopes of our people to have their trade on a resi_ctable footing. But it never entered into my head that
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we should quit liberty, and throw ourselves into the hands
of an energetic government. Do vou want men to be more
free, or less free, than they areY Gentlemen have been
called upon to show the causes of this measure. None have
been shown. Gentlemen say we shall be ruined unless we
adopt it. We must give up our opinions. We cannot judge
for ourselves. I hope gentlemen, before this, have been satisfied that such language is improper. All states which have
heretofore been l_/vish in the concession of power and relinquishment of privileges have lost their libelty.
It has
been often observed (and it cannot be too often observed)
that liberty ought not to be given up without knowing the
terms. The gentlemen themselves cannot agree in the construction of various clauses of it; and so long as this is th_
case, so long shall liberty be in danger.
Gentlemen say we are jealous. 1 am not jealous of this
house. I could trust my life with them. If this Constitution were safer, I should not be afraid. But its defects warrant my suspicions and fears. We are not passing laws now,
but laying the foundation on which laws are to be made.
We ought, therefore, to be cautious how we decide. When
I consider tile Constitution in all its parts, I cannot but dread
its operation. It contains a variety of powers too dange,'ous
to be vested in any set of men whatsoever. Its power of
direct taxation, the supremacy of the laws of the Union, and
of treaties, are exceedingly dangerous. I have never beard
any manner of calling the President to account for his con
duct, nor even the members of the democratic branch of the
government. We may turn out our ten members, but what
can we do with the other fifty-five ? The wisdom of Great
Britain gave each state its own legislative assembly and
judiciary, and a right to tax themselves. When they attempted to infringe that right, we declared war. This system viol_tes thatright.
In the year 1781 the Assembly were
obliged to pass a law, that forty members could pass laws
I have heard many members say that it was a great departure from *.heconstitution, and that it wo_ld lead to aristocracy. If we could not trust forty, can we trust ten ? Those
who lay a tax ought to be amenable to the paymertt of a
proportionate share of it. I see nothing in their subsequent
amendments going to this point _ that we shall have a riglrt
to tax ourselves.
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But gentlemen say that this would destroy the Constitution. Of what avail, then, will their subsequent amendments be? Will gentlemen satisfy themselves that, when
they adopt this Constitution, their country will be happy?
Is not the country divided?
Is it a happy government,
which divide.s the people, and sets brother in opposition to
brother ? This me._sure has produced anarchy and confusion. We ought to hive been unanimous, and gone side by
side, as wc went through tile rew_lution.
Instead of unanimity, it has produced a general diversity of opinions, which
may terminate in the most unhappy consequences.
We only
with to do away ambiguities, and establish our rights on
clear and explicit terms.
If this be done, we shall all be
like one man--we
shall unite and be happy.
But if we
adopt it in its present form, unanimity or concord can neve,
take place.
After adoption, we can never expect to see it
amended; because they will consider requests and solicitations for amendments as in a hig_ degree dictatorial.
They
will say, You have signed and sealed, and you cannot now
retract.
When I review all these considerations,
my heart is full,
and can never be at peace till I see these defects removed.
Our only consolation is the virtue of the present age. It is
possible that, when they see the country divided, these politicians will reconcile the minds of their countrymen, by introducing such alterations as shall be deemed necessary.
Were it not for this hope, I should be in despair.
I shall
say no more, but that I wish my name to be seen in the yeas
and nays, that it may be known that my opposition arose
from a full persuasion and conviction of its being dangerous
to the liberties of my country.
Mr. STEPHEN
addressed the chairman, but in so low a
voice that he could not be distinctly heard.
He described,
in a feeling manner, the unhappy situation of the country,
and the absolute necessity of preventing a dismemberment
of the confederacy.
I was, said he, sent hither to adopt the
Constitution as it is ; but such is my regard fi_r my fellow,-itizens, that I would concur in amendments.
The gentlemen on the other side have adduced no reasons or proofs to
convince us that the amendments should become a part of
the system before ratification.
What reason have we to
susp_t Ihat persons who are chosen from among ourselves
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will not agree to the introduction of such amendments as
will be desired by the people at large ?
hi all safe and free governments, there ought to be a
judicious mixture in the three difti-rent kinds of goverllmerit. This government is a compound of those different
kinds. But the democratic kind preponderates, as it ought
to do. The members of one branch are immediately chosen
by the people; and the people also elect, ill a secondary
degree, the members of the other two.
At present we have
no confederate government,
h exists but in name.
']'he
honorable gentleman asked, Where is the genius of America ? What else but that genius has stimulated the people
to reform that government
which woful experience has
proved to be totally inefficient ? What has produced the
unison of sentimen(s in the states on this subject ? I expected that filial duty and affection would have impelled him
to inquire for tile genius of Virginia--that
genius which
formerly resisted British tyranny, and, in the language of
manly intrepidity and fortitude, said to that nation, Thus far,
and no farther, shall you proceed!
What has become of that genius which spoke that magnanimous language m that genius which produced the federal Convention ? Yonder she is, in mournful attire, her
hair dishevelled, distressed with grief and sorrow, supplicating our assistance against gorgons, fiends, and hydras,
which are ready to devour her and carry desolation throughout her country.
She bewails the decay of trade and neglect
of agriculture m her farmers discouraged -- her ship-carpenters, blacksmiths, and all other tradesmen, unemployed.
She
casts her eyes on these, and deplores her inability to relieve
them.
She sees and laments that the profit of her commerce goes to foreign states.
She further bewails that all
she can raise by taxation is inadequate to her necessities.
She sees religion die by her side, public faith prostituted,
and private confidence lost between man and man.
Are the
hearts of her citizens so deaf to compassion that they will
not go to her relief?
If they are so infatuated, the dire
consequences may be easily foreseen.
Expostulations must
be made for the defection of Virginia, when Congress meets.
They will inquire where she has lately discovered so much
political wisdom _ she that gave an immense tract of country to relieve the general distresses.
Wherein consists he

6-_

DEBATES.

[JOHNSON

superiority to her friends of South Carolina and the respectahle state of Massachusetts, who, to prevent a dissolution of
the Union, adopted the Constitlltion,
and proposed such
amendments as they thought necessary, placing confidence
in the other states, that they would accede to them ?
After making several other remarks, he concluded by declaring that, in his opinion, they were about to determine
whether we should be one of the United States or not.
Mr. ZACHARIAH
JOHNSON.
Mr. Chairman, I am
now called upon to decide the greatest of all questions ma
question which may involve the fidicity or misery of myself
and posterity,
l have hitherto listened attentively to the
arguments adduced by both sides, and attended to hear the
discussion of the most complicated parts of the system by
gentlemen of great abilitk_.s. Having now come to the ultimate stage of the investigation, I think it my duty to declare
my sentiments on the sul!iect.
When I view the necessity
of government among mankind, and its happy operatioa
when judiciously constructed;
and when l view the principles of this Constitution, and the satisfactorv and liberal
manner in which they have been developed by the gentleman in the chair, and several other gentlemen;
and when I
view, on the other hand, the strained construction which has
been put, by the gentlemen on the other side, on every word
and syllable, in endeavoring to prove oppressions which can
never possibly happen, _ my judgment is convinced of the
safety and propriety of this system.
This conviction has
not arisen from a blind acquiescence or dependence on the
assertions and opinions of others, but from a full persuasion
of its rectitude, after an attentive and mature consideration
of the subject; the arguments of mher gentlemen having
only confirmed the opinion which I had previously formed,
ant{ which l was determined to abandon, should l find it to
be ill founded.
As to the principle of representation, I find it attended to
in this government in the fullest manner.
It is founded on
absolute equality.
When I see the power of electing the
representatives _ the principal branch_in
the people at
large--in
those very persons who are the constituents of
the state legislatures; when l find that the other branch is
chosen by the state legislature ; that the executive is eligible
ia a secondary degree by the people likewise, and that the

terms of elections are short, and proportionate to the diffi.
cuity and magnitude of the objects which they are to act
upon ; and when, in addition to this, I find that no person
holding any o_ce under the United States shall be a member
of either branch,--I
say, when I review all these things,
that I plainly see a security of' the liberties of this country,
to which we may safely trust.
Were this government defective in this fundamental principle of representation, it would
be so radical that it would admit of no remedy.
I shall consider several other parts which are much objected to. As to the regulation of the militia, I feel myself
doubly interested.
Having a numerous offspring, I am careful to prevent the establishment of any regulation that might
entail oppression on them.
When gentlemen of high abilities in this house, and whom I respect, tell us that the militia may be subjected to martial law in time of peace, and
whensoever Congress may please, I am much astonished.
My .judgment is astray, and exceedingly undiscerning, if it
can bear such a construction.
Congress has only the power
of arming and disciplining them.
The states have the appointment of the officers, and the authority of training the
militia, according to the discipline prescribed by Congress.
When called into the actual service of the United States,
they shall be subject to the marching orders of the United
States.
Then, and then only, it ought to be so. When we
advert to the plain and obvious meaning of the words, without twisting and torturing their natural signification, we
must be satisfied that this objection is groundless.
Had we
adverted to the true meaning, and not gone farther, we
should not be here to-day, but should have come to a decision long ago. We are also told that religion is not secured ;
that religious tests are not required.
You will find that the
exclusion of tests will strongly tend to establish religious
freedom.
If tests were required, and if the Church of England, or any other, were established, I might be excluded
q'om any office under the government,
because my conscience might not permit me to take the test required.
The
diversity of opinions and variety of sects in the United States
have justly been reckoned a great security with respect to
relizious liberty.
The difficulty of establishing a uniformity
of religion in this country is immense.
The extent of the
t.ountry is veU' great.
The multiplicity of sects is very g_eat
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likewise.
The people are not to be disarmed of their weai_
ons. They are left in full possession of them.
The government is administered by the representatives of the people,
voluntarily and freely chosen.
Under these circumstances, should any one attempt to
establish their own system, in prejudice of the rest, they
would be universally detested and opposed, and easily frustrated.
This is a principle which secures religious liberty
most firmly.
The government will depend on the assistance
of the people in the day of distress.
This is the case in all
governments.
It never was otherwise.
They object to this
government because it is strong and energetic, and, with
respect to the rich and poor, that it will be favorable to the
one and oppressive to the other.
It is right it should be energetic.
This does not show that the poor shall be more
oppressed than the rich. Let us examine it. If it admits
that private and public justice should be done, it admits
what is just. As to the indolent and fraudulent, nothing
will reclaim these but the hand of force and compulsion.
Is there any thing in this government which will show thal
it will bear hardly and unequally on the honest and industrious part of the community ? I think not.
As to the mode
of taxation, the proportion of each state, being known, cannot be exceeded; and such proportion will be raised, in
the mosf eqwitable manner, of the people, according to theil
ability.
There is nolhing to warrant a suppositio,l that the
poor will be equally taxed with the wealthy and opulent.
I shall make a comparison, to illustrate my observations,
between the state and the general government.
In our state
government, so much admired by tile worthy gentleman over
the way, though there are 1700 militia in some counties, and
but 150 in others, yet every county sends two members, to
assist in legislating for the whole community.
There is disroportion between the respectable county of Augusta, which
have the honor to represent, and the circumscribed, narrow county of Warwick.
Will any gentleman tell us that
this is a more equal representation than is fixed in the Con_titution, whereby 30,000 are to send one representative, in
whatever plaee they may reside ? By the same state s)stem, the poor, in many instances, pay as much as the rich.
Many laws occur to my mind where I could show you that
the representation and taxation bear hard on those who live
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in large, remote, back counties.
The mode of taxation is
more oppressive to us than to the rest of the community.
Last thll, when the principle of taxation was debated, it was
determined that tobacco should be received in discharge of
taxes; but this did not relieve us, for it would not fetch
what it cost us, as the distance is so great, and the carriage
so difficult. Other specific articles were not received in payment of taxes ; so that we had no other alternative than to
pay specie, which was ;i peculiar hardship.
I could point
Ollt m_my other disadvantages
which we labor under; but l
shall not now fatigue the house.
It is my lot to be among the poor people. The most that
I can claim or flatter myself with, is to be of the middle rank.
1 wish no more, for I am contented.
But I shall give my
opinion unbiased and uninfluenced, without erudition or eloquence, but with firmness and candor; and in so doing 1
will satisfy my conscience.
If this Constitution be bad, it
will bear equally as hard on me as on any other member of
the society.
It will bear hard on my children, who are as
dear to me as any man's children can be to him. Having
their felicity and happiness at heart, the vote I shall give in
its favor can only be imputed to a conviction of its utility and
propriety.
When I look for responsibility, I fully fiud it in
that lrlper.
When the members of the government depend
on ourselves for their appointment, and will bear an equal
share of the burdens imposed on the people, _ when their
duty is inseparably connected with their interests, _ I conceive there can be no danger.
Will they forfeit the fi'iendship and confidence of their countrymen, and counteract
their own interest?
As they will probably have families
they cannot forget them.
When one of them sees that
Providence has given him a numerous family, he will be
averse to lay taxes on his own posterity.
They cannot
escape them.
They will be as liable to be taxed as any
other persons in the community.
Neither is he sure that he
shall enjoy the place again, if" he breaks his faith. When I
take these things into consideration, I think there is sufficient responsibility.
As to the amendments now on your table, besides the
impropriety of proposing them to be obtained previous to
ratification, they appear to me to be evidently and clearly
")bjectionable.
Look at the bill of rights; it is totally mu-
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tilated and destroyed, in that paper.
The 15th article of the
bill of rights of Virginia is omitted entirely in this proposed
bill of rights.
That article says that "no fi'ee government,
or the blessings of liberty, can be preserved to any people,
but by a firm adherence to justice, moderation, temperance,
frugality, and virtue, and by frequent recurrence to fundamental principles."
This article is the best of the whole.
'Fake away this, and all is gone.
Look at the first article of
our bill of rights.
It says that all men are by nature equall)
free and independent.
Does that paper acknowledge this ?
No; it denies it.
They tell us that they see a progressive danger of bringing
about emancipation.
The principle has begun since the
revolution.
Let us do what we will, it will come round.
Slavery has been the foundation of that impiety and dissipation which have been so much disseminated
among our
countrymen.
If it were totally abolished, it would do much
good.
Gentlemen say that we destroy our own principles by subsequent amendments.
They say that it is acting inconsistently
with ou_"reasons.
Let us examine this position.
Here is a
principle of united wisdom founded on mutual benefits ; and,
as experizrtze may sh._w defects, we stipulate that, when
tnev snal_ nappy.n, they shall be amended ; that, when a majority finds defects, we will search a remedy and apply it.
Fhere are two ways of amending it pointed out in the
system itself. When introduced, either way, it is to be
binding.
I am happy to see that happy day approaching when we
lose sight of dissensions and discord, which are the greatest
sources of political misfortunes.
Division is a dreadful thing.
This Constitution may have defects. There can be no human
institution without defects.
We must go out of this world Io
find it otherwise.
The annals of mankind do not show us
one example of a perfect constitution.
When I see such a diversity of opinions among gentlemen
on this occasion, it brings to my recollection a portion of history which strongly warns us to be moderate and cautious.
The historical facts to which I allude happened in a situation similar to our own. When the Parliament of England
beheaded King Charles I., conquered their enemies, obtained
.iberty, and established a kind of republic, one would think
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that they would have had sufficient wisdom and policy to
preserve that freedom and independence which they had
with such difficulty acquired.
What was the consequence ?
That they would not bend to the sanction of laws or legal
authority.
For the want of an efficient and judicious system
of republican government, confusion and anarchy took place.
Men became so lawless, so destitute of principle, and so
utterly ungovernable, that, to avoid greater calamities, they
were driven to the expedient of sending for the son of that
monarch whom they had beheaded, that he might become
their master.
This is like our situation in some degree,
h
will completely resemble it, should we lose our liberty as
they did. It warns and cautions us to shun their fate, by
avoiding the causes which produced it. Shall we lose our
blood and treasure, which we lost in the revolution, and
permit anarchy and misery to complete the ruin of this
country?
Under these impressions, and _br these reasons,
l am for adopting the Constitution without previous amendmeats.
| will go any length afterwards, to reconcile it to
gentlemen, by proposing subsequent amendments.
The great
and wise state of Massachusetts has taken this step.
The
reat and wise state of Virginia might safely do the same.
am contented to rest my happiness on that Iboting.
Mr. HENRY.
Mr. Chairman, when we were told of the
difficulty of obtaining previous amendments, I contended
that they might be as easily obtained as subsequ(;nt amendments.
We are told that nine states have adopted it. If
so, when the government gets in motion, have the) not a
right to consider our amendments as well as if we adopted
first? If we remonstrate, may they not consider and admit
our amendments ? But now, sir, when we have been favored
with a view of their subsequent amendments, I am confirmed
in what I apprehended ; and that is, subsequent amendments
will make our condition worse ; for they are placed in such
a poi,t of view as will make this Convention ridiculous.
I
speak in plain, direct language.
It is extorted from me. If
this Convention will say, that the very right by which am(_.ndments are desired is not secured, then I say our rights are
not secured.
As we have the right of desiring amendments,
why not exercise it ? But gentlemen deny this right.
It
follows, of course, that, if this right be not secured, our other
tights are not. The proposition of subsequent amendments
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is only to lull our apprehensions.
We speak the language
of contradiction and inconsistency, to say that rights are secured, and then say that they are not. Is not thi_ placing
this Convention in a contemptible light ? Will not this produce contempt of us in Congress, and every other part of the
world?
Will gentlemen tell me that they are m earnest
about these amendments?
I am convinced they mean nothing serious.
What are
the rights which they do not propose to secure--which
they
reject ?--for I contend there are many essential and vital
rights which are omitted.
One is the power of direct
taxation.
Gentlemen
will not even give this invahlable
right a place among their subsequent amendments.
And do
gentlemen mean seriously that they will oppose us on this
ground on the floor of Congress ? If Virginia thinks it one
of her dearest rights, she need not expect to have it amended.
No, sir; it will be opposed.
Taxes and excises are to be
laid on us. The people are to be oppressed, and the state
legislature prostrated.
Very material amendments are omit
ted. With respect to your militia, we only request that, it
Congress should refuse to find arms for them, this country
may lay out their own money to purchase them.
But whal
do the gentlemen on the other side say?
As much as thal
they will oppose you in this point also ; for, if my recollection
has not failed me, they have discarded this also. And shall
we be deprived of this privilege ? We propose to have it,
in case there shall be a necessity to claim it. And is this
claim incompatible with the safety of this country--with
the grandeur and strength of the United States ? If gentlemen find peace and rest on their minds, when the relinquishment of our rights is declared to be necessary for the
aggrandizement of the government, they are more contented
than I am.
Another thing which they have not mentioned, is the
power of treaties. Two thirds of the senators present can
make treaties ; and they are, when made, to be the supreme
law of the land, and are to be paramount to the state constitutions.
We wish to guard against the temporary sus_
pension of our great national rights.
We wish some
qualification of this dangerous power.
We wish to modify
it
One amendment which has been wished for, in this
respect, is, that no treaty should be made without the
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consentofa considerable
majority
of both houses. I might
go on and enumerate many other great rights entirely
neglected by their subsequent amendments;
but I shall pass
over them in silence.
I am astonished at what my worthy
friend (Mr. Innes) said--that
we have no right of proposing
previous amendments.
That honorable gentleman is endowed with great eloquencemeloquenee
splendid, magnificent, and sufficient to shake the human mind!
He has
brought the whole force of America against this state.
He
has also strongly represented our comparative weakuess,
with respect to the powers of Europe.
But when 1 review
the actual state of"things, I see that dangers from thence are
merely ideal.
His reasoning has no effect on me. He
cannot shake my political faith.
He admits our power over
subsequent amendments, though not over previous amendments.
Where is the distinction between them ? If we
have a right to depart from the letter of our commission
in one instance, we have in the other; tbr subsequent
amendments have no higher authority than previous.
We
shall be absolutely certain of escaping danger in the one case,
but not in the other.
I think the apprehension expressed
by another honorable gentleman has no good foundation.
He apprehended civil discord if we did not adopt.
I am
willlug to concede that he loves his country.
I will, for the
sake of argument, al.low that I am one of the meanest of
those who love their country.
But what does this amount to?
The great and direct end of government is liberty.
Secure
our liberty and privileges, and the end of government is answered. _If this he not effectually done, government is an
evil. What amendments does he propose which secure our
liberty ? I ask pardon if 1 make a mistake, but it seems to
me that his proposed subsequent amendments do not secure
one single right.
They say that your rights are secured in
the paper on the table, so that these subsequent amendments
are a mere supererogation.
They are not necessary, because
the objects intended to be secured by them are secured already.
What is to become of the trial by jury ? Had its security been
made a part of the Constitution, it would have been sufficiently guarded.
But as it is, in that proposition it is by no
means explicitly secured.
Is it not trifling to admit the
necessity of securing it, and not do it in a positive, unequivocal manner ? lwish I could place it in any other view
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than a trifling one. It is only intended to attack every
project of introducing amendmeuts.
If they are serious,
why do they not join us, and ask, in a manly, firm, and reso
lute manner, for these amendments ? Their view is to defeat
every attempt to amend.
When they speak of their subsequent recommendations, they tell you that amendments must
be got, and the next moment they say they are unnecessary !
I beg pardon of this house for having taken up more time
than came to my share, and I thank them for the patience
and polite attentiou with which I have been heard.
If I
shall be in the minority, I shall have those painful sensations
which arise from a conviction of being overpowered in a good
cause. Yet I will be a peaceable citizen.
My head, my
hand, and my heart, shall be at liberty to retrieve the loss
of liberty, and remove the defects of that system _n a
constitutional way. I wish not to go to violence, but will
wait with hopes that the spirit which predominated in the
revolution is not yet gone, nor the cause of those who are
attached to the revolution yet lost. I shall therefore patiently wait in expectation
of seeing that government
changed, so as to be compatible with the safety, liberty, and
happiness, of the people.
Gov. RANDOLPH.
Mr. Chairman, one parting word
[ humbly supplicate.
The suffrage which I shall give in favor of the Constltuuon
will be ascribed, by malice, to motives unknown to my breast.
But, although for every other act of my life I shall seek
refilge in the mercy of God, for this I request his justice
only.
Lest, however, some future annalist should, in the
spirit of party vengeance, deign to mention my name, le_
him recite these truths n that I went to the federal Conven.
tion with the strongest affection for the Union; that I acted
there in full conformity with this affection ; that I refused to
subscribe, because I had, as l still have, objections to the Constitution, and wished a free inquiry into its merits; and that
the accession of eight states reduced our deliberations to the
single question of Union or no Union.

Mr. President now resumed the chair, and Mr. Matthews reported, that
the committee bad, according to order, again had the proposed Constitution under their consideration, and had gone through the same, and come
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o several resolutions thereupon, which he read in his place, and afterwards delivered in at the clerk's table, where the same were again read.
and are as followeth:-" Whereas the powers granted under the proposed Constitation are the
giR of the people, and every power not granted thereby remains with
them, and at their will, mno right, therefore, of any denomination, oan
be cancelled, abridged, restrained, or modified, by the Congress, by the
Seua*e or House of Representatives,
acting in any capacity, by the President, or any department or officer of the United States, except in those
iusta.ces in which power is given by the Constitution for those purposes;
and, among other es.ential rights, liberty of conscience and of the press
cannot be cancelled, abridged, restrained, or modified, by any authority
of the United States.
" And whereas any imperfections, which may exist in the said Constitution, ought rather to be examined in the mode prescribed therein for
obtaining amendments, than by a delay, with a hope of obtaining previous
amendments, to bring the Union into danger,
" Resolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, that the said CoTistitution be ratified.
But in order to relieve the apprehensions of those
who may be solicitous for amendments," Resolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, that whatsoever
amendments may be deemed necessary, be recommended to the consideration of the Congress which shall first assemble under the said Constitution, to be acted upon according to the mode prescribed in the 5th
article thereof."
The 1st resolution being read a second time, a motion was made, and
the question being put, to amend the same by substituting, in heu of the
said resolution and its preamble, the following rescJlution,
"Resolved,
That, previo_ls to the ratification of the new Constitution of
government recommended by the late federal Convention, a declaration of
rights, asserting, and securing from encroachment,
the great principles of
civil and religious liberty, and the unalienable rights of the people, together with amendments to the most exceptionable parts of the said Constitution of government, ought to be referred by this Conventio,_ to the
other states in the American confederacy for their consideration," _
It passed in the negative _ ayes, 80; noes, 88.
On motion of Mr. Patrick Henry, seconded by Mr. Theodorick BlandD
the ayes and noes, on the said question, were taken,,as follows:_
AYES.
Edmund Custis,
John Pride,
Edmlmd Booker
William Cabell,
Samuel Jordan Cabell,
John Tri_'g,
Charles Clay,
It. Lee, of Bourbon,
J_m Jones,
Binns Jones,
Charles Patteson,
David Bell,
Robert Alexander,
Edmund Winston,

Thomas Read,
Benjamin Harrison,
John Tyler,
David Patteson,
Stephen Pankey,
Joseph Michaux,
Thomas H. Drew,
French Strother,
Joel Early,
Joseph Jones,
William Watkins,
Meriwether Smith,
James Upshaw,
JohnFowler,

Samuel Richardson,
Joseph Haden,
John Early,
Thomas Arthurs,
John GuPrrant,
William Sampson,
Isaac Colos,
George Carnagton,
Parke Goodall,
J. Carter Littlepago_
Thomas Cooper,
John Marr,
Thomas Roane,
HoltRic._es_n,

6_-_
Benjamin Temple,
S. Thompson Mason,
William White,
Jonathan Patteson,
Christopher Robertsor.
John Logan,
Henry Pawling,
John Miller,
Green Clay,
Samuel Hopkins,
Richard Kennon,
Thomas Allen,
AlexanderRobertson,

DEBATES.
John Evsr_,
Cuthbert Bullitt,
Walter Crocker,
Thomas Carter,
Abraham Tri_g,
Henry Dicken_or
Matthew Walton,
James Monroe,
John Steele,
John Dawson,
Rob,,rtWilham_
George Mason,
J.Wilson,ofPittsylvania,
Andrew Buchanan,
Thomas Turpin,
John Powell Brigg8
Patrick Henry,
Thomas Edmunds,
Robert Lawson,
Richard Carey,
Edmund Ruffin,
Samuel FAlminson,
Theodorick Bland,
James Montgomery.
WilliatnGrayson,
NOES.

E. Pendleton, P_/dent,
George Parker,
George Nicholas,
Wilson Nicholas,
ZachariahJohnson,
ArchibaldS'uart,
Willi;im Dark,
Adam Stephen,
Martin M'Fcrran,
William Fleming,
.
lames Taylor, of"Carohne,
Paul Carrington,
Miles King,
Worhch Westwood,
David Stuart,
Charles Simms,
Hilmphrey Marshall,
Martin Pickett,
Humphrey Brooke,
J. Sherman Woodcock,
Alexander White,
Warner Lewis,
Thomas Smith,
George Clendinen,
John Stewart,
William Mason,
l)aniel Fisher,
Andrew _Vooomw,
Ralph Humphreya,
George Jackson,

John Prunty,
Archibald Woods,
Isaac Vanmeter,
Ebenezer Zane,
Abel Seymour,
James Madison,
Governor Randolph,
J.Gordon,ofOraag_b
John Mar,hall,
William Ronsld,
NathanielBurwe]l,
Anthony Walke,
Robert Andrews,
Thomas Walke,
James Johnson,
Benj ,min Wilson,.
Robert Breckenridge,
J. Wilson, of R_mdolph
Rice Bullock,
Walker Tomlin.
William Fleet,
William Peachy,
Burdet Ashton,
William M'Kee,
William Thornton,
Andrew Moore,
J. Gordon, of Lancaster,
Thomas Lewis,
Henry Towles,
Gabriel Jones,
Levin Powell,
Jacob Rinker,
Wm. Overrun Callis,
John Williams,
Ralt_h Wormley, Jr.,
Benjamin Blunt,
Francis Corbin,
Samuel Kel]o,
William M'Clerry,
John Hartwe]l Cocke,
Willis Riddick,
John Allen,
Solomon Shepherd,
Cole Digges,
William Clayton,
H. Let, of Westmorelana
BurweII Bassett,
Bushrod Washington,
Jame_ Webb,
John Blair,
Jam_s Taylor,of Norfolk,George Vtythe,
John Stringer,
James lnnes,
Littleton Eyre,
Thomas MattJmws.
Walter Jones,
Thomas Gaskina,

And then, the main question
being put that the Convention
do agree
with the committee
in the said 1st resolution,
it was resolved
in the affirmative _ ayes. 89; noes, 79.
On the motion of Mr. George Mason, seconded
the ayes and noes, on the said main 9uestion,
were

by Mr. Patrick Henry,
taken_ as follows

AYES.
E. Pendleton, Pras/dent,
Geor,_,e Parker,
George Nmholas
¢¢ilson Nichola_
Zachariah Johnson,
ArchibaldSttmrt,
William Dark,

Adam Stephen,
Martin M'Ferran,
William Fleming',
James Ta_'lor, of Csxoline,
Paul Camngton,
David Pstteson,
Miles King,

Wnrlich Weetwooa.
David Stuart,
Charles Simms,
Humphrey Marshall,
Martin Pickett,
Humphrey Brooke,
John S. Woodcock,
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Alezdnder White,
Warner Lewi6,
Thomas Smith,
George Clendinen"
John Stewm't,
William Mason,
Daniel Fisher,
Andre_ Woodmw,
Ralph Humphreyl,
George Jackson,
John Prunty,
Isaac Vanmeter,
Abel Seymour,
Governor Randolph,
John Marshall,
Nathaniel BurweiL,
Robert Andrews,
Iamee Johnson,
Robert Breekenridge_
Rice Bullock,
William Fleet,
Burdet Aahton,
William Thornton,

J. Gordon, of Lancaster,
Henry Towles_
Levin Powell,
W. OvertonCallis,
Ralph Wormley, Jun.,
Francm Corbin,
William M'Clerry,
Willis Riddick,
Solomon Shepherd,
William Clayton,
Burwell BaueR,
James Webb,
J. Taylor, of Norfolk,
John Stringer,
Litfleton Eyre,
Walter Jones,
Thomas Gaskins"
Archibald Woods,
Ebenezer Zane,
James Madison,
Jam_s G,)rdon, of Orange,
William Ronald,
Anthony Walks,

_:dmund Cul_is,
John Pride,
Edmund Brooker,
William Cabell,
Samuel Jordan Cabell,
John Trie_g,
Charles Clay,
Henry Lee, of Bourbon"
John Jones,
Binns Jones,
Charles Pa_n"
David Bell,
RobertAlexander,
k3dmund Winston,
Thomas Read,
John Tyler,
Stephen Pankey,
J,_hua Michaux,
Thomas H. Drew,
French Strother,
Joel Early,
J_eph Jones,
William Welkins,
Meriwether Smith,
James Upshaw,
John Fowler,

Samuel Richard_n,
Joseph Ha_len,
John Early,
Thomas Arthurs,
John Guerrant,
William Sampson,
Isaac Coles,
George Carrington"
Parker G,_odall,
Jnhn Carter Litflepage,
Thomas Cooper,
John Mart,
Thomas Roane,
Holt Richeson,
Benjamin Temple,
Stephens T. Mason,
William White,
Jonathan Patteson,
Christop',er
Robert.son,
John Logan,
Henry P_wling,
John Miller,
Green Clay,
Samuel Hopkins,
Richard Kennon"
Thomas Allen,

Thomas Walke,
Benjamin Wilton"
J. Wilson. of Raudolplb
Walker Tomlin,
William Peachy,
William M'Kee,
Andrew Moore,
Thomas Law'is,
Gabriel Jones,
Jacob Rinker,
John Williams,
Benjami, Blunt,
Samuel Kello,
John HartweLl Cocke,
John Allen,
Cole Digger,
H. Lee, of Westmoreland,
Bnshrod Washington"
John Blair,
George Wy'.he,
James Innes,
Thomas Matthewa.

NOES.
Alexander Robertoon,
John Evans,
Welter Crocker,
Abraham Trigg,
Matthew Walton,
John Steels,
Robert Williams,
J. Wilson, of Pittsylvama,
Thomas Turpin,
Patrick Henry,
Robert Lawson,
Edmund Ruflin,
TheodorickBland,
William Grayson,
Cuthbert Bullitt,
Thomas C_rter,
Henry Dickenson,
Jeans Monroe,
John Dawson,
George Mason,
Andrew Buchanan,
John Howell Briggn
h
Thomas Edmunds,
Richard Cary,
Samuel Edminson,
James Montgomery

The 2d resolution
being then read a second time, a motion was made,
and, the question
being put to amend
the same
by striking
out the
preamble
thereto, it was resolved in the affirmative.
And then, the main question
being put, that the Convention
do agree
with the committee
in the 9.d resolution so amended, it was resolved
in
the affirmative.
On

motion,

Ordered,

That

a committee

be

appointed

to prepare

and
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report a form of ratification pursuant to the first resolution ; a..d that Gov
ernor Randolph, Mr. Nicholas, Mr. Madison, Mr. Marshall, and Mr. Cor
bin, compose the said committee.
On motion, Ordered, That a committee be appointed to prepare and
report such amendments as by them shall be deemed necessary, to be
recommended, pursuant to the second resolution; and that the Hon.
George Wythe, Mr. Harrison, Mr. Matthews, Mr. Henry, Governor Randolph, Mr. George Mason, Mr. Nicholas, Mr. Grayson, Mr. Madison, Mr.
Tyler, Mr. John Marshall, Mr. Monroe, Mr. Ronald, Mr. Bland, Mr.
Meriwether Smith, Mr. Paul Carrington, Mr. Innes, Mr. Hopkins, Mr.
John Blair, and Mr. Simms, compose the said committee.
tIis excellency, Governor RANDOLPH,
reported, from the committee
appointed, according to order, a form of ratificotion,
which was read
and agreed to by the Convention, in the words following: VIRGINIA,
TO

WIT

.*

" We, the delegates of the people of Virginia, duly elected in pursuance of a recommendation
from the General Assembly, and now met
in Convention, having fully and freely investigated and discussed the proceedings of the federal Convention, and being prepared, as well as
the most mature deliberation hath enabled us, to decide thereon,
Do, in the name and in behalf of the people of Virginia, declare and
make known, that the powers granted under the Constitution, being derived from the people of the United States, be resumed by them whensoever the same shall be perverted to their injury or oppression, and tha!
every power, not granted thereby, remains with them, and at their will;
that, therefore, no right, of any denomination, can be cancelled, abridged,
restrained, or modified, by the Congress, by the Senate or House of Representatives, aetin_ in any capacity, by the President, or any department
or o_cer of the United States, except in those instances in which power
is given by the Constitution for those purposes; and that, among other
essential rights, the liberty of conscience and of the press eannot be
cancelled, abridged, restrained,
or modified, by any authority of the
Umted States.
,, With these impressions, with a solemn appeal to the Searcher of hearts
fi_r the purity of our intentions, and under the conviction that whatsoever
imperfections may exist in the Constitution ought rather to be examined
in the mode prescribed therein, than to bring the Union into danger
by delay, with a hope of obtaining amendments previous to the ratif
cation, m
" We, the said delegates, in the name and behalf of the people of Virginia, do, by these presents, assent to and ratify the Constitution, recommended on the seventeenth day of September, one thousand seven hundred and eighty-seven, by the federal Convention, for the government of
the United States ; hereby announcing to all those whom it may concern,
that the said Constitution is binding upon the said people, according to
an authentic copy hereto annexed, in the words following."
[For the Constitution,

see the commencement

of Vol. I.]

THURSDAY,

June 26, 1788.

An engrossed form of the rati[ieation agreed to yesterday,
containing
the proposed Constitution of government, as recommended by the federal
Convention on the seventeenth day of September, one thousand seven
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hundred and eighty-seven, being prepared by the secretary, was read and
signed by the president, in behalf of the Convention.
On motion, Ordered, That the said ratification be transmitted by the
president, in the name of this Convention, to the Uaited States in Con
gress assembled.
On motion, Ordered, That there be allowed to the president of thlh
Convention, for his services, the sum of forty shillings per day, ineluding
his daily pay as a member ; to the secretary, the sum of forty pounds ; to
the chaplain, the sum of thirty-two pounds; to the serjeant, the sum of
twenty-four pounds ; to the clerk of the committee of privileges, the sum
of twenty pounds; and to each of the door-keepers, the sum of fifteen
pounds, for their respective scrvices.
Fnxn._,_, June _7, 1788.
Another engrossed form of the ratification, agreed to on Wednesda 3
last, containing the proposed Constitution ofgovernment, as recommended
by the federal Convention on the seventeenth day of September, one
thousand seven hundred and eighty-seven, being prepared by the secretary, was read and signed by the president, in behalf of the Convention.
On motion, Ordered, That the said ratification be deposited by the
secretary of this Convention in the archives of the General Assembly of
this state.
Mr. WYTHE reported, from the committee appointed, such amendments to the proposed Constitution of government for the United States
as were by them deemed necessary to be recommended to the consideration of the Congress which shall first assemble under the said Constitution, to be acted upon according to the mode prescribed in the 5th
article thereof; and he read the same in his place, and afterwards delivered
them in at the clerk's table, where the same were again read, and are as
follows :-"That there be a declaration or bill of rights asserting, and securing
from encroachment, the essential and unalienable rights of the people, in
some such manner as the following :
" 1st. That there are certain natural rights, of which men, when they
form a social compact, cannot deprive or divest their posterity ; among
which are the enjoyment of life and liberty, with the means of acquiring,
possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining happiness
and safety.
"_2d. That all power is naturally invested in, and consequently derived from, the people; that magistrates therefore are their trustees and
agents, at all times amenable to them.
"3d. That government ought to be instituted for the common benefit, protection, and security of the people ; and that the doctrine of non.resistance
against arbitrary power and oppression is absurd, slavish, and destructive
to the good and happiness of mankind.
"4th. That no man or set of men are entitled to separate or exclusive
public emoluments or privileges from the community, but in consideration
of public services, which not being descendible, neither ought the offices
of magistrate, legislator, or jndge, or any other public office, to be hereditary.
"5th. That the legislative, executive, and judicial powers of govefa.
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ment should be separate and distinct ; and, that the members of the two
first may be restrained from oppression by feeling and participating the
public burdens, they should, at fixed periods, be reduced to a private
station, return into the mass of the people, and the vacancies be supplied
by certain and regular elections, in which all or any part of the former
members to be eligible or ineligible, as the rules of the Constitution of
government, and the laws, shall direct.
"6th. That the elections of representatives in the legislature ought to
be free and frequent, and all men having sufficient evidence of permanent
common interest with, and attachment to, the community, ought to have
the right of suffrage ; and no aid, charge, tax, or fee, can be set, rated,
or levied, upon the people without their own consent, or that of their representatives, so elected ; nor can they be bound by any law to which they
have not, in like manner, assented, for the public good.
" 7th. That all power of suspending laws, or the execution of laws, by
any authority, without the consent of the representatives of the people in
the legislature, is injurious to their rights, and ought not to be exercised.
"8th. That, in all criminal and capital prosecutions, a man hath a
right to demand the cause and nature of his accusation, to be confronted
with the accusers and witnesses, to call for evidence, and be allowed
counsel in his favor, and to a fair and speedy trial by an impartial jury of his
vicinage, without whose unanimous consent he cannot be found guilty,
(except in the government of the land and naval forces;) nor can he be
compelled to give evidence against himself.
"9th. That no freeman ought to be taken, imprisoned, or disseized of
his freehold, liberties, privileges, or franchises, or outlawed, or exiled, or
in any manner destroyed, or deprived of his life, liberty, or property, but
by the law of the land.
" 10th. That every freeman restrained of his liberty is entitled to a
remedy, to inquire into the lawfulness thereof, and to remove the same, if
unlawful, and that such remedy ought not to be denied nor delayed.
" llth. '['hat, in controversies respecting property, and in suits between man and man, the ancient trial by jury is one of the greatest securities to the rights of the people, and to remain sacred and inviolable.
" l_th. That every freeman ought to find a certain remedy, by recour_ to the laws, for all injuries and wrongs he may receive in his person, property, or character.
He ought to obtain right and justice freely,
without sale, completely and without denial, promptly and without delay ;
and that all establishments or regulations contravening these rights are
oppressive and unjust.
" 13th. That excessive bail ought not to be required, nor excessive
fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.
" 14th. That every freeman has a right to be secure from all unreasonable searches and seizures of his person, his papers, and property ;
all warrants, therefore, to search suspected places, or seize any freeman,
his papers, or property, without information on oath (or affirmation of a
person religiously scrupulous of taking an oath)of legal and sufficient
cause, are grievous and oppressive ; and all general warrants to _arch
suspected plsces, or to apprehend any suspected person, without specially
naming or describing the place or person, are dangerous, and ought not
to be granted.
" 15th. That the people have a right peaceably to assemble together to
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consult for the common good, or to instruct their representatives;
and
that every freeman has a right to petition or apply to the legislature for
redress of grievances.
" 16th. That the people have a right to freedom of speech, and of writing and publishing their sentiments ; that the freedom of the press is one
of the greatest bulwarks of liberty, and ought not to be violated.
" 17th. That the people have a right to keep and bear arms ; that a wellregulated militia, composed of the body of the people trained to arms, is
tile proper, natural, and safe defence of a free state ; that standing armies,
in time of peace, are dangerous to liberty, and therefore ought to be
avoided, as _r as the circumstances and protection of the community will
admit ; and that, in all cases, the military should be under strict subordination to, and governed by, the civil power.
" 18th. That no soldier in time of peace ought to be quartered in any
house without the consent of the owner, and in time of war in such
manner only as the law directs.
" 19th. That any person religiously scrupulous of bearing arms ou._ht
to be exempted, upon payment of an equivalent to employ another to bear
arms in his stead.
"20th.
That religion, or the duty which we owe to our Creator, and the
manner of discharging it, can be directed only by reason and conviction,
not by force or violence ; and therefore all men have an equal, natural, and
unalienable right to the free exercise of religion, according to the dictates
of conscience, and that no particular religious sect or society ought to be
favored or established, by law, in preference to others."
AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION.
" Ist. That each state in the Union shall respectively retain ever)' power,
jurisdiction, and right, which is not by this Constitution delegated to the
Congress of the United States, or to the departments of the federal gov
ernment.
"_d. That there shall be one representative for every thirty thousand.
according to the enumeration or census mentioned in the Constitulion,
until the whole number of representatives amounts to two hundred : after
which, that number shall be continued or increased, as Congress shall direct, upon the principles fixed iu the Constitution, by apportioning the
representatives of each state to some greater number of people, from time
to time, as population increases.
" 3d. When the Congress shall lay direct taxes or excises, they shall
immediately inform the executive power of each state, of the quota of such
state, according to the census herein directed, which is proposed to be
thereby raised ; and if the legislature of any state shall pass a law which
shall be effectual for raising such quota at the time required by Congress,
the taxes and excises laid by Congress shall not be collected in such
state.
"4th.
That the members of the Senate and House of Representatives
shall be ineligible to, and incapable of holding, any civil office under the
authority of the United States, during the time for which they shall respectively be elected.
e,5th. That the journals of the proceedings of the Senate and House of
Representatives shall be published at least once in every year. except such
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parts thereof, relating to treaties, alliances, or military operations, as, in
their judgment, require secrecy.
', thh. That a regular statement and aceonnt of the receipts and expenditures of public money shall be published at least once a year.
" 7th. That no commercial treaty shall be ratified without the concur
fence of two thirds of the whole number of the members of the Senate ;
and no treaty ceding, contracting, restraining, or suspending, the territorial
rights or claims of the United States, or any of them, or their, or any of
their rights or claims to fishing in the American seas, or navigating the
American rivers, shall be made, but in cases of the most urgent and extreme necessity;
nor shall any s_ch treaty be ratified without the concurrence of three fourths of the whole number of the members of both
houses respectively.
"Sth.
That no navigation law, or law regulating commerce, shall be
passed without the consent of two thirds of the members present, in' both
houses.
"9th. That no standing army, or regular troops, shall be raised, or kept
up, in time of peace, without the consent of two thirds of the members
present, in both houses.
"10th.
That no soldier shall be enlisted for any longer term than four
years, except in time of war, and then for no longer term than the continuanee of the war.
" 1 hh. That each state respectively shall have the power to provide for
organizing, arming, and disciplining its own militia, whensoever Congress
shall omit or neglect to provide fi_r the same. That the miiitia shall not
be subject to martial law, except when in actual service, in time of war,
invasmn, or rebellion ; and when not in the actual service of the United
States, shall be subject only to such fines, penalties, and punishments, as
shall bfi directed or inflicted by the laws of its own state.
" 12th. That the exclusive power of legislation given to Congress over
the federal town and its adjacent district, and other places, purchased
or to be purchased by Congress of any'of the states, shall extend only
to such regulations as respect the police and good government thereof.
" 18th. That no person shall be capable of being President of the
United States for more than eight years in any term of sixteen years.
" 14th. That the judicial power of the United States shall be vested
in one Supreme Court, and in such courts of admiralty as Congress may
from time to time ordain and establish in any of the different states. The
judicial power shall extend to all cases in law and equity arising under
treaties made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the United
States; to all cases affecting ambassadors, other foreign ministers, and
consuls; to all cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction ; to controversies to which the United States shall be a party ; to controversies between two or more states, and between parties claiming lands under the
grants of different states.
In all cases affecting ambassadors, other foreign ministers, and consuls, and those in which a state shall be a party,
_he Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction ; in all other cases
before mentioned, the Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction,
as to matters of law only, except in cases of equity, and of admiralty, and
maritime jurisdiction, in which the Supreme Court shall have appellate
jurisdiction both as to law and fact, with such exceptions and under
such regulations as the Congress shall make : but the judicial power of
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the United States shall extend to no case where the cause of action shall
have originated before the ratification of the Constitution, except in disputes between states about their territory, disputes between persons
claiming lands under the grants of different states, and suits for debts
due to the United States.
" 15th. That, in criminal prosecutions, no man shall he restrained in
the exercise of the usual and accustomed right of challenging or excepting to the jury.
" 16th. That Congress shall not alter, modify, or interfere in the times,
places, or manner of holding elections for senators and representatives,
or either of them, except when the legislature of any state shall neglect, refuse, or be disabled, by invasion or rebellion, to prescribe the
same.
" 17th. That those clauses which declare that Congress shall not exercise certain powers, be not interpreted, in any manner whatsoever, to
extend the powers of Congress;
but that they he construed either as
making exceptions to the specified powers where this shall be the case,
or otherwise, as inserted merely for greater caution.
" ISth. That the laws ascertaining the compensation of senators and
representatives for their services, be postponed, in their operation, until
after the election of representatives immediately succeeding the passing
thereof; that excepted which shall first be passed on the subject.
"19th.
That some tribunal other than the Senate be provided for trying
impeachments of senators.
" 2_)th. That the salary of a judge shall not be increased or diminished
during his continuance in o$ce, otherwise than by genera] regulations
of salary, which may take place on a revision of the subject at stated periods of not less than seven years, to commence from the time such salaries shall be first ascertained by Congress."
And the Convention do, in the name and behalf of the people of this
commonwealth, enjoin it upon their representatives
in Congress to exert
all their influence, and use all reasonable and legal methods, to obtain a
ratification of the foregoing alterations and provisions, in the manner provided by the 5th article of the said Constitution ; and, ill all congressional
laws to be passed in the mean time, to conform to the spirit of these
amendments, as far as the said Constitution will admit.
And so much of the said amendments as is contained in the first
twenty articles, constituting the bill of rights, being read again, Resolved,
That this Convention doth concur therein.
The other ame,dments
to the said proposed Constitution, contained in
twenty-one articles, being then again read, a motion was made, and the
question being put, n to amend the same by striking out the third article,
containing these words,-" When Congress shall lay direct taxes or excises, they shall immediately inform the executive power of each state of the quota of such state,
according to the census herein directed, which is proposed to be thereby raised; and if the legislature of any state shall pass a law which
shall be effectual for raising such quota at the time required by Con
gress, the taxes and excises laid by Congress shall not be colh.cted in
such state,"
it passed in the negativeayes, 65; noes, 85.
VOL. III.
_';
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On motion of Mr. George Nicholas, seconded by Mr. Benjamin Harrison, the ayes and noes on the said question were taken, as followeth :AYES.
George Parker,
George Nicholas,
Wilson Nicholas,
Zachariah Johnson,
Archibald Smart,
William Dark,
Adam Stepben,
Martin M'Ferran,
J. Taylor, of Caroline,
David Stuart,
Charles Simms,
John Prunty,
Abel Seymour,
Governor Randolph,
John Marshall,
Nathaniel Burwell,
Robert Andrews,
James Johnson,
Rice Bullock,
Burdet Ashton,
William Thorr_n,
Henry Towlea

Archibald Woods,
James Madison,
J. Gordon,of Orange,
William Ronaid,
Thomas Walke,
Anthony Walke,
Benjamin Wilson,
John Wilson,
William Peachy,
Andrew Moore,
Thomas Lewis,
Humphrey Marshall,
Martin Pickett,
Humphrey Brooke,
John S. Woodcock,
Alexander White,
Warner Lewis,
Thomas Smith,
John Stewart,
Daniel Fmher,
Alexander Woodrow,
George Jackson,
NOES.

Levin Powell,
Wm. Overton Callis.
Ralph Wormley, Jun,
Francis Corbin,
William M_lerry,
James Webb,
James Taylor, ef Norfolk
John Stnllger,
Littleten Eyre,
Walter Jones,
Thomas Gaskms,
Gabriel Jones,
Jacob Rinker,
John Williams,
Benjamin Blunt,
Samuel Kello,
John Allen,
Cole Digges,
Bushrod Washington.
George Wythe,
Thomas Matthews.

E. Pendlete,_ P_s/dent,
William Clayton,
Burwell Bassett,
biatthew Walton,
John Steele,
Robert Williams,
John Wilson,
Thoma_ Turpin,
Patrick Henry,
Edmund Ruin,
Theodorick Bland,
William Grayson,
Cuthbert Bullitt,
Walter Tomlin,
William M'Kee,
Thomas Carter,
Henry Di.ckenson,
James Monroe,
John Dawson,
George Mason,
Andrew Buchanan,
John Hartwell Cocke,
John Howell Briggs,
Thomas Edmonds,
Richard Carey,
Samuel Edminson,
James Montgomery,

Edmund Custis,
John Pride,
William Cabell,
Samuel Jordan Cabell,
John Trigg,
Charles Clay,
William Fleming,
Henry Lee, ef Bourbon,
John Jones,
Binns Jones,
Charles Patteson,
David Bell,
Robert Alexander,
Edmund Winston,
Thomas Read,
Paul Carri_ngton,
Benjamin Harrison,
John Tyler,
David Patteson,
Stephen Pankey, JurL,
Joseph Michaux,
French Strother,
Joseph Jones,
Miles Kin_,
Joseph Haden,
John Early,
Thomas Arthurs,

John Guerrant,
William Sampson,
Isaac Coles,
George Carrington,
Parka Goodall,
John Carter Littlepage,
Thomas Cooper,
William Fleete,
Thomas Roane,
Holt Richeson,
Benjamin Temple,
J. Gordon, of Lancastex,
Stephens T. Mason,
William White,
Jonathan Patteson,
John Logan,
Henry Pawling,
John Miller,
Green Clay,
Samuel Hopkins,
Richard Kennon,
Thomas Allen,
Alexander Roberteon,
Walter Crocket,
Abraham Trigg,
Solomon Shepherd.

And then, the main question being put, that this Convention
cur with the committee in the said amendments,
It was resolved in the amrmative.

doth con.
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On motion, Ordered, That the foregoing amendments be fairly engrossed
upon parchment, signed by the president of this Convention, and by
him transmitted, together with the ratification of the federal Constitution,
to the United States in Congress assembled.
On motion, Ordered, That a fair, engrossed copy of the ratification of
the federal Constitulion, with the subsequent amendments this day agreed
to, signed by the president, and attested by the secretary of this Convention, be transmitted by tile president, in the name of the Convention, to
the executive or legislature of each state in the Union.
Ordered, That the secretary do cause the journal of the proceedings
of this Convention to be fairly e=ltered into a well-bound book, and, after
being signed by the president, and attested by the secretary, that he deposit the same in the archives of the privy council, or council of state.
On motion, Ordered, That the printer to this Convention do strike,
forthwith, fifty copies of the ratification and subsequent amendments of
the federal Cmlstitution, for the use of each county in the commonwealth.
On motion, Ordered, That the public auditor be requested to adjust the
accounts of the printer to the Convention for his services, and of the
workmen who made some temporary repairs and alterations in the new
academy, for the accommodation of the Convention, and to grant his war"
rant on the treasurer for the sum due the respective claimants.
On motion, Resolved. unanimously, That the thanks of the Convention
be presented to the president, for his able, upright, and impartial discharge
of the duties of that office.
Whereupon tAe president made his acknowledgment to the Convention
for so distinguished a mark of its approbation.
And then the Convention adjourned, " sine die."
Signed,
Attest,

EDMUND

JOHN BgCKL_V, Secretary.

PENDLETON,

President.

