
 The Constitutional Clashes of 1787 

Quotes and discussions from the 
Anti-Federalist Papers on American Government

Commentary and preparation by the Camden Point Landmark Society
(camdenpoint.wordpress.com)

“Considering the powers of 
the President and those of the 

Senate, if a coalition should be 
established between these two 
branches, they will be able to 
subvert the Constitution...”

Colonel Mason, in “Election and Powers of 
the President (September 4 - 6)” pg. 168 



Opening Debates ................................................................................................... 1

State Equality ......................................................................................................... 2

Voting and Immigration ......................................................................................... 3

Slavery .................................................................................................................... 4

Opposition ............................................................................................................. 5

“John De Witt” and Patrick Henry ......................................................................6-7

Signers of the Declaration of Independence .............................................................8

Signers of the Articles of Confederation ..................................................................9

Signers of the Constitution ....................................................................................10

Selected Constitutional Convention Biographies ............................................. 11-12

Table of Contents

Introduction

       In a letter to Thomas Jefferson, dated June 28, 1813, John Adams wrote, “The GENERAL PRINCIPLES 
on which the fathers achieved independence were the only principles in which that beautiful assembly 
of young gentlemen could unite, and these principles only could be intended by them in their address, 
or by me in my answer. And what were these GENERAL PRINCIPLES? I answer, the general principles 
of Christianity, in which all those sects were united; and the GENERAL PRINCIPLES of English and 
American liberty, in which all these young men united, and which had united all parties in America, in 
majorities sufficient to assert and maintain her independence. Now I will avow that I then believed, and 
now believe, that those general principles of Christianity are as eternal and immutable as the existence and 
attributes of God; and that those principles of liberty are as unalterable as human nature, and our terrestrial 
mundane system. I could therefore safely say, consistently with all my then and present information, that I 
believed they would never make discoveries in contradiction to these GENERAL PRINCIPLES.“      

      The purpose of this document is to help educate the reader of the 1787 constitutional debates through selected quotes 
and discussions from the Anti-Federalist Papers, and individual commentary on key issues. As these words speak to us through 
history, it’s hoped that the reader will have the benefit of seeing these events through the last two hundred years of government 
in the not-so-United States - clearly showing, sometimes prophetically, what worked, and what hasn’t.
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Debate on Federalism (June 21) 

     William Johnson (Connecticut) expressed that one gentleman alone (Colonel Hamilton), in his animadversions on the 
plan of New Jersey, boldly and decisively contended for an abolition of the state governments. Mr. Wilson and the gentlemen 
from Virginia who also were adversaries of the plan of New Jersey held a different language. They wished to leave the States in 
possession of a considerable, though a subordinate jurisdiction. They had not yet however shown how this could consist with, 
or be secured against the general sovereignty and jurisdiction, which they proposed to give to the national Government. If this 
could be shown in such a manner as to satisfy the patrons of the New Jersey propositions, that the individuality of the States 
would not be endangered, many of their objections would no doubt be removed. If this could not be shown, their objections 
would have their full force. (pg 86-87)

     James Madison (Virginia) was of the opinion that 
there was less danger of encroachment from the General 
Government than from the State Government. That the 
mischief from encroachments would be less fatal if made 
by the former, than if made by the latter. All the examples 
of other confederacies prove the greater tendency in such 
systems to anarchy than to tyranny; to a disobedience of the 

members than to usurpations of the federal head…. The great objection made against an abolition of the State Government 
was that the General Government could not extend its care to all the minute objects which fall under the cognizance of the 
local jurisdictions…. were it practicable for the General Government to extend its care to every requisite object without the 
cooperation of the State Governments, the people would not be less free as members of one great Republic than as members 
of thirteen smaller ones…. Supposing therefore a tendency in the General Government to absorb the state governments, no 
fatal consequence could result. Taking the reverse of the supposition, that a tendency should be left in the State Governments 
towards an independence on the General Government, and the gloomy consequences need not be pointed out.” (pg 88-89)

1

Opening Debates

     James Madison to George Washington (April 16, 1787) “Conceiving that an individual independence of the States is utterly 
irreconcilable with their aggregate sovereignty; and that a consolidation of the whole into one simple republic would be as 
inexpedient as it is unattainable, I have sought for some middle ground, which may at once support a due supremacy of the 
national authority, and not exclude the local authorities wherever they can be subordinately useful.” (pg 32)

The Virginia Plan (May 29) 

      Although Edmund Randolph (Virginia) spoke on the defects of the confederation, he also professed a high respect for its 
authors, and considered them, as having done all that patriots could do, in the then infancy of the science of constitutions, and of 
confederacies. No commercial discord had arisen among any states, no rebellion had appeared in Massachusetts, foreign debts had 
not become urgent, the havoc of paper money had not been foreseen, treaties had not been violated, and perhaps nothing better 
could be obtained from the jealousy of the states with regard to their sovereignty.

     As for the defects, Randolph listed the following: 1) The confederation produced no security against foreign invasion; as 
congress was not permitted to prevent a war, or to support it by their own authority - and that particular states might by their 
conduct provoke war without control. 2) The federal government cannot check the quarrels between states, nor a rebellion in any, 
as it doesn’t have the constitutional power or means to interpose according to the exigency. 3) The Confederation doesn’t allow for a 
productive impost, counteraction of the commercial regulations of other nations, or the pushing of commerce ad libitum (without 
advance preperation). 4) That the federal government could not defend itself against the encroachments of the states. (pg 36)

Supposing therefore a tendency in the 
General Government to absorb the state 
governments, no fatal consequence 
could result. - James Madison

Note: The following quotes and discussions were selected for their educational merit, and relevance towards particular topics, but 
are only a small sampling of the much larger debates. It’s encouraged to reference the complete “Anti-Federalist” papers in order 
to capably understand how these men may have thought. Also, as these were recorded by a witness of the discussions (presumably 
William Jackson, Secretary), sometimes the information, as it is presented in the book, is given from a third-person perspective.

      Despite the defects attributed to the Articles of the Confederation, Edmund Randolph expressed how the articles 
viewed state sovereignty (through a voluntary compact with each other), freedom, independence, and jurisdiction. And 
while the Articles may have possessed some limitations, the treaty with Britain in 1783 - which recognized the sovereign 
nature of the United States - was accomplished through this Confederation. One must wonder: how would the United 
States have been different if we had continued to use and improve the Articles of Confederation?
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State Equality

Debate on State Equality in the Senate (June 28-July 2) 

     James Madison (Virginia) outlined the debate that lay before the Constitutional Congress by saying, “In a word; the 
two extremes before us are a perfect separation and a perfect incorporation, of the 13 States. In the first case they would be 
independent nations subject to no law, but the law of nations. In the last, they would be mere counties of one entire republic, 
subject to one common law. In the first case the smaller States would have everything to fear from the larger. In the last they 
would have nothing to fear.” (pg 95)

     But Madison did express the concern over too much power lying in one branch, and the tendancy for tyranny during a 
time of national danger. “Constant apprehension of war, has the same tendency to render the head too large for the body. 
A standing military force, with an overgrown Executive will not long be safe companions to liberty. The means of defense 
against foreign danger, have been always the instruments of tyranny at home.” (pg 97)

      James Wilson (Pennsylvania), voiced his belief on bad government by saying the following: “Bad Governments are of two 
sorts. That which does too little, and that which does too much; that which fails through weakness, and that which destroys 
through oppression. Under which of these evils do the United States at present groan? Under the weakness and inefficiency 
of the Government. To remedy this weakness we have been sent to this Convention…. He thought the States necessary and 
valuable parts of a good system.” (pg 101)

     Still, Madison felt that, “Wherever there is danger of attack there ought to be given a constitutional power of defense. 
But he (Madison) contended that the States were divided into different interests not by their difference of size, but by other 
circumstances; the most material of which resulted partly from climate, but principally from the effects of their having or not 
having slaves. These two causes concurred in forming the great division of interests in the United States. It did not lie between 
the large and the small States: It lay between the Northern and Southern, and if any defensive power were necessary, it ought 
to be mutually given to these two interests.” (pg 103)

     Gunning Bedford (Delaware) thought that as a decision-making body, they should be focused on fixing the problems 
in the Articls of Confederation. “But what have the people already said? “We find the confederation defective – go, and 
give additional powers to the confederation – give to it the imposts, regulation of trade, power to collect the taxes, and the 
means to discharge our foreign and domestic debts.” Can we not then, as their delegates, agree upon these points? As their 
ambassadors, can we not clearly grant those powers? Why then, when we are met, must enter, distinct, and new grounds be 
taken, and a government, of which the people had no idea, be instituted?” (pg 105)

Majority Rule the Basic Republican Principle (July 5, 13, 14)

     James Madison was not apprehensive that the people of the small States would obstinately refuse to accede to a Government 
founded on just principles, and promising them substantial protection. He could not suspect that Delaware would brave the 
consequences of seeking her fortunes apart from the other States, rather than submit to such a Government. Much less could he 
suspect that she would pursue the rash policy of courting foreign support, which the warmth of one of her representatives (Mr. 
Bedford) had suggested. Or if she should, that any foreign nation would be so rash as to hearken to the overture. As little could 
he suspect that the people of New Jersey, notwithstanding the decided tone of the gentlemen from that state, would choose 
rather to stand on their own legs, and bid defiance to events, than to acquiesce under an establishment founded on principles 
the justice of which they could not dispute, and absolutely necessary to redeem them from the exactions levied on them by the 
commerce of the neighboring States. (pg 110)

      Madison enumerated the objections against an equality of votes in the second branch, 
notwithstanding the proportional representation of the first. 1) The minority could negative the 
will of the majority of the people. 2) They could extort measures by making them a condition 
of their assent to other necessary measures. 3) They could obtrude measures on the majority by 
virtue of the peculiar powers which would be vested in the Senate. 4) The evil instead of being 
cured by time, would increase with every new State that should be admitted, as they must all be 
admitted on the principle of equality. 5) The perpetuity it would give to the preponderance of the 
Northern against the Southern Scale was a serious consideration. It seemed now to be pretty well 
understood that the real difference of interests lay, not between the large and small, but between 
the Northern and Southern States. The institution of slavery and its consequences formed a line of 
discrimination. There were 5 States on the South, 8 on the Northern side of this line. (pg 112) 

Quick Fact:
Madison’s speculations 

(at left), end up 
coming true, and lead 

to the outbreak of 
Civil War less than a 

century later.
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     While working out the details of the Constitution, the issues of voter rights were discussed. Although many give up their 
right to vote over two hundred years later, nearly anyone can vote who wishes to do so. But In 1787, only certain people were 
allowed the right to vote. Below, we see the logic applied to suffrage, and how these individuals discussed what they felt to be an 
important right in shaping our new nation.

3

Voting and Immigration

Qualifications for Suffrage (August 7,10)

      Mr. Gouverneur Morris (Pennsylvania), expressed why he thought the right to vote should be restricted to certain 
people, based on the application of the following logic: “Children do not vote. Why? Because they want prudence, because 
they have no will of their own. The ignorant and the dependent can be as little trusted with the public interest.”

      George Mason (Virginia) voiced that, “The true idea in his opinion was that every man having evidence of attachment 
to and permanent common interest with the Society ought to share in all its rights and privileges. Was this qualification 
restrained to freeholders? Does no other kind of property but land evidence a common interest in the proprietor? Does 
nothing besides property mark a permanent attachment? Ought the merchant, the monied man, the parent of a number of 
children whose fortunes are to be pursued in his own Country, to be viewed as suspicious characters, and unworthy to be 
trusted with the common rights of their fellow citizens.” (pg 147)

     Dr. Franklin expressed his dislike of everything that 
tended to debase the spirit of the common people. 
“If honesty was often the companion of wealth, and 
if poverty was exposed to peculiar temptation, it was 
not less true that the possession of property increased 
the desire of more property. Some of the greatest 
rogues I was ever acquainted with, were the richest 
rogues. We should remember the character which the 

Scripture requires in Rulers, that they should be men hating covetousness. This Constitution will be much read and attended 
to in Europe, and if it should betray a great partiality to the rich, will not only hurt us in the esteem of the most liberal and 
enlightened men there, but discourage the common people from removing into this Country...” (pg 150)

Citizenship for Immigrants (August 9)

     Gouverneur Morris (Pennsylvania) shared with the Convention that the lesson we are taught is that we should be 
governed as much by our reason, and as little by our feelings as possible. What is the language of Reason on this subject? 
That we should not be polite at the expense of prudence. There was a moderation in all things. It is said that some tribes of 
Indians, carried their hospitality so far as to offer to strangers their wives and daughters. Was this a proper model for us? He 
(Morris) would admit them to his house, he would invite them to his table, he would provide for them comfortable lodgings; 
but would not carry the complaisance so far as, to bed them with his wife. He would let them worship at the same altar, 
but did not choose to make Priests of them.  Morris then ran over the privileges which emigrants would enjoy among us, 
though they should be deprived of that of being eligible to the great offices of Government; observing that they exceeded the 
privileges allowed to foreigners in any part of the world; and that as every Society, from a great nation down to a club had 
the right of declaring the conditions on which new members should be admitted, there could be no room for complaint…..
The men who can shake off their attachments to their own Country can never love any other. These attachments are the 
wholesome prejudices which uphold all Governments. Admit a Frenchman into your Senate, and he will study to increase 
the commerce of France: an Englishman, he will feel an equal bias in favor of that of England. (pg 158-159)

“We should remember the character 
which the Scripture requires in Rulers, 
that they should be men hating 
covetousness.” - Ben Franklin

     Because we value our communities, Immigration continues to be a heated issue with Americans today. In Citizenship for 
Immigrants, Gouverneur Morris shares an argument which discusses friendship and charity, but not at the expense of sound 
wisdom, common sense, or our right to declare the conditions of membership. Also of relevence in today’s emotive, feelings-
based society, Morris’ statement on being governed by our feelings as little as possible continues to hold a great deal of weight.
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Slavery

Slavery and the Constitution (August 21, 22)

      Luther Martin (Maryland), desiring a prohibition or tax on the importation 
of slaves (in regards to Sect: 4, article VII), expresses the following: “it was 
inconsistent with the principles of the revolution and dishonorable to the 
American character to have such a feature in the Constitution.” (pg 161)

     Oliver Ellsworth (Connecticut) voiced the belief that, “The morality or 
wisdom of slavery are considerations belonging to the States themselves. What 
enriches a part enriches the whole, and the States are the best judges of their 
particular interest. The old confederation had not meddled with this point, and 
he (Ellsworth) did not see any greater necessity for bringing it within the policy 
of the new one...” (pg 161)

     Charles Pinckney (South Carolina) stated that, “South Carolina can never receive the plan if it prohibits the slave trade.” (pg 161)

     George Mason (Virginia) explains how this infernal traffic originated in the avarice of British Merchants. The British 
Government constantly checked the attempts of Virginia to put a stop to it. The present question concerns not the importing 
States alone but the whole Union. The evil of having slaves was experienced during the late war. Had slaves been treated as they 
might have been by the Enemy, they would have proved dangerous instruments in their hands. But their folly dealt by the slaves, 
as it did by the Tories. He (Mason) mentioned the dangerous insurrections of the slaves in Greece and Sicily; and the instructions 
given by Cromwell to the Commissioners sent to Virginia, to arm the servants and slaves, in case other means of obtaining its 
submission should fail. Maryland and Virginia had already prohibited the importation of slaves expressly. North Carolina had done 
the same in substance….As to the States being in possession of the Right to import, this was the case with many other rights, now 
to be properly given up. Mason held it essential in every point of view that the General Government should have power to prevent 
the increase of slavery. (pg 162)

     Oliver Ellsworth said that if it was to be considered in a moral light, we ought to go farther and free those (slaves) already in 
the Country…. As population increases, poor laborers will be so plenty as to render slaves useless. Slavery in time will not be a 
speck in our country. Provision is already made in Connecticut for abolishing it. And the abolition has already taken place in 
Massachusetts. (pg 162)

     Elbridge Gerry (Massachusetts) thought we had nothing to do with the conduct of the States as to slaves, but we ought
 to be careful not to give any sanction to it. (pg 164)

     John Dickinson (Delaware) could not believe that the Southern States would refuse to confederate on the account apprehended; 
especially as the power was not likely to be immediately exercised by the General Government. (pg 164)

     Hugh Williamson (North Carolina) thought the Southern States could not be members of the Union if the clause should be 
rejected, and that it was wrong to force anything down not absolutely necessary, and which any State must disagree to. (pg 164)

     John Rutledge (South Carolina): “If the convention thinks that North Carolina, South Carolina and Georgia will ever agree 
to the plan, unless their right to import slaves be untouched, the expectation is vain. The people of those States will never be such 
fools as to give up so important an interest.”  (pg 165)

      Instead of taking a solid stand for or against Slavery, the Constitutional Convention decided on a compromise that would 
hopefully keep the 13 States together. The New England states would not vote to prohibit the slave trade if Georgia and South 
Carolina wouldn’t insist on the 2/3 vote on commercial laws regarding the regulation of commerce.      
     However, much like Roger Sherman (Connecticut) observed below, Americans were indeed slowly attempting to peacefully 
abolish slavery and the slave trade. This is evidenced through Vermont abolishing slavery in 1777, Massachusetts in 1780, and 
New Hampshire in 1783. Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, New York, Michigan and others followed in the early 1800’s. But Federal 
Government’s interference through excessive taxation (tariffs of 1828 and 1832), hindered this progress through creating deep 
rifts of ideological distinctions between our people. 
       Eventually, through Constitutional abuse, frustration, and continued provoking between the sections, 600,000 lives would 
be lost in one of the most bloody Civil Wars the world has ever seen - forever tarnishing the cause of liberty in America.

Mr. Sherman observed that 
the abolition of Slavery 
seemed to be going on in 
the United States, and that 
the good sense of the several 
States would probably by 
degrees complete it. (pg 161)
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     Today, much controversy surrounds the taxpayer cost of welfare, special interest programs, and Federal projects which seem 
to go well beyond Constitutional design (see “Government of the United States: A simplified guide” available from Missouri Tenth). 
Although we may be sympathetic towards Madison’s proposals for a strong Federal Government, we should pay careful attention 
to Ben Franklin’s admonition to us in turning our thoughts and endeavors to having our Government well administered.  
Otherwise, it seems we get what we deserve.

5

Opposition to the Constitution

Opposition to the Constitution (September 7,10, 15)

     George Mason (Virginia) suggested that in order to avoid the danger of too much power held in the hands of one branch, a privy 
Council of six members to the president should be established; to be chosen for six years by the Senate, two out of the Eastern, two out of 
the middle, and two out of the Southern quarters of the Union, and to go out in rotation two every second year; the concurrence of the 
Senate to be required only in the appointment of Ambassadors, and in making treaties, which are more of a legislative nature. (pg 171)

      Edmund Randolph (Virginia) said he wouldn’t promote the establishment of a plan, which he verily believed would end in Tyranny. 
He was unwilling to impede the wishes and judgment of the Convention, but he must keep himself free, in case he should be honored 
with a seat in the Convention of his State, to act according to the dictates of his judgment. (pg 172)

      Mason concluded that it would end either in monarchy, or a 
tyrannical aristocracy; which he was in doubt, but one of the other he 
was sure. This constitution had been formed without the knowledge or 
idea of the people. A second convention will know more of the sense of 
the people, and be able to provide a system more consonant to it. It was 
improper to say to the people, take this or nothing. (pg 173)

Mason’s objections to This Constitution of Government

     The Judiciary of the United States is so constructed and extended, as to absorb and destroy the judiciaries of the several States; thereby 
rendering law as tedious, intricate, and expensive, and justice as unattainable, by a great part of the community, as in England, and 
enabling the rich to oppress and ruin the poor. The President of the United States has no Constitutional Council, a thing unknown in 
any safe and regular government. He will therefore be unsupported by proper information and advice, and will generally be directed by 
minions and favorites.

     By requiring only a majority to make all commercial and navigational laws, the five Southern States, whose produce and 
circumstances are totally different from that of the eight Northern and Eastern States, 
may be ruined, for such rigid and premature regulations may be made as will enable the 
merchants of the Northern and Eastern States not only to demand exorbitant freight, but 
to monopolize the purchase of the commodities at their own price, for many years, to the 
great injury of the landed interest, and impoverishment of the people; and the danger is the 
greater as the gain on one side will be in proportion to the loss on the other. (pg 174-175)

Signing the Constitution (September 17)

     Ben Franklin : “In these sentiments, Sir, I agree to this Constitution with all its faults, if 
they are such; because I think a general Government necessary for us, and there is no form 
of Government but what may be a blessing to the people if well administered, and believe 
farther that this is likely to be well administered for a course of years, and can only end in 
Despotism, as other forms have done before it, when the people shall become so corrupted 
as to need despotic Government, being incapable of any other.”
     “Much of the strength and efficiency of any Government in procuring and securing 
happiness to the people, depend, on opinion, on the general opinion of the goodness of 
the Government, as well as of the wisdom and integrity of its Governors. I hope therefore 
that for our own sakes as a part of the people, and for the sake of posterity, we shall act 
heartily and unanimously in recommending this constitution (if approved by Congress and 
confirmed by the Conventions) wherever our influence may extend, and turn our future 
thoughts and endeavors to the means of having it well administered.” (pg 176-177)

Mr. Randolph said he wouldn’t 
promote the establishment of a 
plan, which he verily believed 
would end in Tyranny.

United States National Debt 
(July 2017)*

$19,961,608,000,000 and rising

Debt per Citizen

$61,343
Debt per Taxpayer

$165,926
U.S. Federal Spending

$3,973,002,000,000 and rising

U.S. Federal Budget Deficit

$668,614,750,000 and rising

U.S. Total Debt

$67,582,634,000,000 and rising

*According to US Debt Clock.org

camdenpoint.wordpress.com



6

“John DeWitt” Essays 1 and II (October 22 and 27, 1787)

     “It is the duty of every one in the Commonwealth to communicate his sentiments to his neighbor, divested of passion, 
and equally so of prejudices. If they are honest and he is a real friend to his country, he will do it and embrace every 
opportunity to do it. If thoroughly looked into before it is adopted, the people will be more apt to approve of it in practice, 
and every man is a TRAITOR to himself and his posterity, who shall ratify it with his signature, without first endeavoring to 
understand it. We are but yet in infancy; and we had better proceed slow than too fast. It is much easier to dispense powers, 
than recall them. “ (pg 192)

     “America has nothing to do with passions or hard words; every citizen has an undoubted right to examine for himself, 
neither ought he to be ill treated and abused, because he does not think at the same moment exactly as we do. It is true, that 
many of us have but our liberties to lose, but they are dearly bought, and are not the least precious in estimation.” (pg 194)

     You must determine whether “It is not necessary for the public good, that persons habituated to the exercise of power 
should ever be reminded from whence they derive it, by a return to the station of private citizens, but that they shall at all 
times at the expiration of the term for which they were elected to an office, be capable of immediate re-election to that same 
office: That you will hereafter risk the probability of having the Chief Executive Branch chosen from among you; and that it 
is wholly indifferent, both to you and your children after you, whether this future Government shall be administered within 
the territories of your own State, or at the distance of four thousand miles from them.” (pg 197)

     “They shall have also the power of raising, supporting and establishing a standing army in time of peace in your several 
towns, and I see not why in your several houses: That should an insurrection or an invasion, however small, take place, in 
Georgia, the extremity of the Continent, it is highly expedient they should have the power of suspending the writ of Habeas 
Corpus in Massachusetts, and as long as they shall judge the public safety requires it.” (pg 197-198)

“John DeWitt” and Patrick Henry

      “John DeWitt” was an anonymous writer from Massachusetts, who published five essays in the Boston American Herald 
from October to December of 1787.  Doubtless admiring the violently matyred real-life John De Witt, a Dutch patriot of the 
seventeenth century who opposed a central government infringing upon the liberty of the people, this anti-federalist clearly 
expresses his concerns towards the new Constitution.

Speeches of Patrick Henry (June 5 and 7, 1788)

     “It is said eight States have adopted this plan. I 
declare that if twelve States and an half had adopted 
it, I would with manly firmness, and in spite of an 
erring world, reject it. You are not to inquire how 
your trade may be increased, nor how you are to 
become a great and powerful people, but how your 
liberties can be secured; for liberty ought to be the 
direct end of your Government.” (pg 200)

     “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?” (pg 206)

You are not to inquire how your trade 
may be increased, nor how you are to 
become a great and powerful people, but 
how your liberties can be secured; for 
liberty ought to be the direct end of your 
Government.” - Patrick Henry

Patrick Henry, born in 1736, became a lawyer in 1760 (after his business failed in bankruptcy), and became 
very outspoken against taxation without representation. In 1775, he urged his fellow Virginians to defend 
themselves from British tyranny, and spoke the famous words “I know now what course others may take; but as 
for me, give me liberty or give me death.” Believing in limited Federal Government, Patrick Henry wasn’t a part 
of the Constitutional Convention, but was involved in the movement towards adding the Bill of Rights (first 
ten amendments) to the constitution. He also served three terms as Governor for the Virginia commonwealth.

camdenpoint.wordpress.com



7

“John De Witt” and Patrick Henry (continued)

     “Will the oppressor let go of 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?” (pg 206)

     “Had the delegates who were sent to Philadelphia a power to propose a Consolidated Government instead of a 
Confederacy? Were they not 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 Federal Government. The people have no right to enter into leagues, alliances, or 
confederations: They are not the proper agents for this purpose: States and sovereign powers are the only proper agents for this 
kind of Government…If we admit this Consolidated Government it will be because we like a great splendid one. Some way or 
other we must be a great and mighty empire; we must have an army, and a navy, and a number of things: When the American 
spirit was in its youth, the language of America was different: Liberty, Sir, was the primary object. We are descended from a 
people whose Government was founded on liberty: Our glorious forefathers of Great-Britain, made liberty the foundation 
of everything…..If you make the citizens of this country agree to become the subjects of one great consolidated empire 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?” (pg 207-208)

     “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 their 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!” (pg 210)

      “It is on the supposition that our American Governors shall be honest, that all the good qualities of this Government 
are founded: But its defective, and imperfect construction, puts it in their power to perpetrate the worst of mischiefs, should 
they be bad men….If your American chief, be a man of ambition, and abilities, how easy it is 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?.......But sire, where is the existing force to punish him? Can he not at the head of his army 
beat down every opposition? Away with your 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 your and your rights? Will not absolute despotism ensue? (Mr. Henry went on to explain the probability of the 
President enslaving America, and the horrible consequences that must result.” (pg 214-215)

     “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 times 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. I 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 divulge their iniquity, when they have it equally in their power to suppress and conceal it.” (pg 215)

 “….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….” - Patrick Henry (pg 211)

On charges of perjury and obstruction of justice, the House of Representatives impeached President Bill Clinton 
on Dec. 19, 1998. Clinton refused to resign, and was acquitted by the Senate on Feb. 12, 1999. The only other 
Presidents to have faced such charges were President Nixon (who faced impeachment, but resigned in 1974), and 
the impeachment of Andrew Johnson in 1868.
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Expressing a firm reliance on the protection of Divine Providence, the following 56 individuals pledged each other 
their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor in support of the Declaration of Independence on July 4, 1776. At 
this time, John Hancock was President of the Continental Congress.

Seceding from the Empire -1776

Massachusetts
John Hancock
Elbridge Gerry
John Adams
Samuel Adams
Robert Treat Paine

New Hampshire
Matthew Thornton
Josiah Bartlett
William Whipple

New York
Lewis Morris
William Floyd
Philip Livingston
Francis Lewis

Connecticut
Roger Sherman
Oliver Wolcott
William Williams
Samuel Huntington

Rhode Island
Stephen Hopkins
William Ellery

Pennsylvania
George Clymer
Benjamin Franklin
Robert Morris
George Taylor
James Smith
James Wilson
Benjamin Rush
George Ross
John Morton

New Jersey
Abraham Clark
John Hart
Francis Hopkinson
Richard Stockton
John Witherspoon

Maryland
Charles Carroll
William Paca
Samuel Chase
Thomas Stone

Delaware
George Read
Thomas McKean
Caesar Rodney

Virginia
Richard Henry Lee
Carter Braxton
Thomas Nelson, Jr.
George Wythe
Thomas Jefferson
Benjamin Harrison
Francis Lightfoot Lee

North Carolina
William Hooper
Joseph Hewes
John Penn

South Carolina
Edward Rutledge
Thomas Heyward, Jr.
Arthur Middleton
Thomas Lynch, Jr.

Georgia
George Walton
Lyman Hall
Button Gwinnett

Purpose: As hopes of reconciliation quickly faded, and our ancestors increasingly groaned under tyranny, the 
Constitutional Congress agreed to create a document expressing their independence from the British Empire. Written 
mostly by Thomas Jefferson, the Declaration of Independence listed grievances against the British throne, and an 
expression of the unalienable rights endowed by our Creator - among these, Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of Happiness.  
However, throughout the history of our nation, the document has often been regarded by many Americans as a lens with 
which to view our constitution.
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The Constitutional Congress: Meeting from 1774 to 1789, the Constitutional Congress was the form of government 
utilized during the American Revolution. Made up of delegates representing their colony (or state), these men originally 
discussed such topics as reconciliation with Britain, and utlimately - independence. Responsible for the establishing of a 
Continental Army, and the leadership of the nation in the war that followed, it was the Constitutional Congress which was 
responsible for the Declaration of Independence, the Articles of Confederation, and the United States Constitution.
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     “And Whereas it hath pleased the Great Governor of the World to incline the hearts of the legislatures we respectively 
represent in Congress, to approve of, and to authorize us to ratify the said articles of confederation and perpetual union. 
Know Ye that we the undersigned delegates, by virtue of the power and authority to us given for that purpose, do by 
these presents, in the name and in behalf of our respective constituents, fully and entirely ratify and confirm each and 
every of the said articles of confederation and perpetual union, and all and singular the matters and things
therein contained: And we do further solemnly plight and engage the faith of our respective constituents, that they 
shall abide by the determinations of the united States in congress assembled, on all questions, which by the said 
confederation are submitted to them. And that the articles thereof shall be inviolably observed by the States we 
respectively represent, and that the union shall be perpetual.
     In Witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands in Congress. Done at Philadelphia in the State of Pennsylvania 
the ninth Day of July in the Year of our Lord one thousand seven Hundred and Seventy-eight, and in the Third Year of 
the independence of America.” - Closing text of the Articles of Confederation

Articles of Confederation -1778

Massachusetts
John Hancock*
Samuel Adams*
Elbridge Gerry*
Francis Dana
James Lovell
Samuel Holten

New Hampshire
Josiah Bartlett*
John Wentworth Jr.

New York
James Duane
Francis Lewis*
Wm. Duer
Gouv. Morris

Connecticut
Roger Sherman*
Samuel Huntington*
Oliver Wolcott*
Titus Hosmer
Andrew Adams

Rhode Island
William Ellery*
Henry Marchant
John Collins

Pennsylvania
Robert Morris*
Daniel Roberdeau
John Bayard Smith
William Clingan
Joseph Reed

New Jersey
John Witherspoon*
Nath. Scudder

Maryland
John Hanson
Daniel Carroll

Delaware
Tho Mckean*
John Dickinson
Nicholas Van Dyke

Virginia
Richard Henry Lee*
John Banister
Thomas Adams
Jno Harvie
Francis Lightfoot Lee*

North Carolina
John Penn*
Corns Harnett
Jno Williams

South Carolina
Henry Laurens
William Henry Drayton
Jno Mathews
Richd Hutson
Thos Heyward Junr.*

Georgia
Jno Walton
Edwd Telfair
Edwd Langworthy

*Signer of the Declaration of Independence

Purpose: As the Second Consitutional Congress perceived a need for a formalized document which would secure the 
freedom, sovereignty, and independence of the United States, they appointed a committee in 1776 to begin work on 
a draft of the articles. When the work was completed, and Congress gave their approval, the Articles then went to the 
States, and their people, to begin a process of ratification. After a year of debate, the states gave their approval, and the 
articles became the first constitution of the United States. Detailing how the system of government would work between 
the original thirteen states of our nation, this document allowed for the Confederated states to make war, practice 
diplomacy with other nations, and hopefully reach agreements on the western territories.
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United States Constitution -1787

Massachusetts
Nathaniel Gorham
Rufus King

New Hampshire
John Langdon
Nicholas Gilman

New York
Alexander Hamilton

Connecticut
Roger Sherman* n
Wm Saml Johnson

Pennsylvania
Robert Morris* n
B Franklin*
Thomas Mifflin
Geo. Clymer*
Thos FitzSimons
Jared Ingersoll
James Wilson*
Gouv Morris n

New Jersey
Wil Livingston
David Brearley
Wm Paterson
Jona. Dayton

Maryland
James McHenry
Dan of St Tho Jenifer
Daniel Carroll n

Delaware
Geo. Read*
Gunning Bedford jun
Richard Bassett
Jaco. Broom
John Dickinson n

Virginia
John Blair
James Madison Jr.
George Washington 

North Carolina
Wm Blount
Richd Dobbs Spaight
Hu Williamson

South Carolina
J. Rutledge
Charles Cotesworth Pinckney
Charles Pinckney
Pierce Bulter

Georgia
William Few
Abr Baldwin

Attest: William Jackson, 
           Secretary

*Signer of the Declaration of Independence
n Signer of the Articles of Confederation

     “The Ratification of the Conventions of nine States, shall be sufficient for the 
Establishment of this Constitution between the States so ratifying the Same.
     Done in Convention by the Unanimous Consent of the States present the Seventeenth 
Day of September in the Year of our Lord one thousand seven hundred and Eighty seven and 
of the Independence of the United States of America the Twelfth. In Witness whereof We 
have hereunto subscribed our Names.” - Closing text of the Constitution

Quick Fact:

Rhode Island 
didn’t ratify the 

constitution until 
May of 1790

For over two centuries, the United States Constitution has served as a foundational “legal contract” between 
government and the citizens of each state. Designed by the Constitutional Convention in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
the Constitution framework details the powers and duties of the three branches of government: the legislative branch, 
the executive branch, and the judicial branch. Since being implemented, the Constitution has been amended twenty-
seven times. The first ten amendments, often referred to as the “Bill of Rights”, were enacted on December 15, 1791. 
However, while many consider these first ten Amendments as part of their inalienable rights as Americans, it should be 
noted that Amendments may be repealed. This repealing process was aptly demonstrated through Amendment 18, the 
abolition of Liquor - which later was repealed through Amendment 21. 

     Despite only 11 years passing during this crucial development of our nation, many of the original signers of the 
Declaration of Independence or the Articles of Confederation were not present for the signing of the Constitution. 
One might wonder how the Constitution may have differed if they had. However, many were nearing a well-deserved 
retirement, or were involved in leadership positions elsewhere. For example: Born in 1706, Benjamin Franklin was 
now 81 years old, while Sam Adams, born in 1722, was 65. Another, like John Hancock, was serving as governor of 
Massachusetts from around 1782 until his death in 1793. Francis Lightfoot Lee retired in 1779, and Thomas Nelson, Jr., 
born in 1738, died in 1789 at the age of 51.
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  (President and deputy)

camdenpoint.wordpress.com



Dr. Benjamin Franklin Pennsylvania printer, author, 
scientist and diplomat

1706-1790

Various Speakers at the Federal Convention of 1787

OccupationState RepresentingName Life

William S. Johnson Connecticut lawyer, judge and scholar1727-1819

James Wilson Pennsylvania
lawyer, scholar, politician, 
land speculator, and judge1742-1798

Oliver Ellsworth Connecticut
lawyer, judge, scholar 

and politician1745-1807

Gunning Bedford, Jr. Delaware lawyer and politician1747-1812

John Dickinson Delaware
lawyer, author, politician1732-1808

Mr. Gouverneur 
Morris Pennsylvania

lawyer, politician,
and diplomat1752-1816
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Luther Martin Maryland lawyer, politician1748-1826

Roger Sherman Connecticut shoemaker, politician1721-1793

Elbridge Gerry Massachusetts merchant and politician1744-1814
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Main speakers at the Federal Convention of 1787

OccupationState RepresentingName Life

 n The Anti-Federalist Papers and the Constitutional Convention 
Debates Published by Signet Classic, Edited and with an 
Introduction by Ralph Ketcham

 n The US Debt Clock - http://www.usdebtclock.org/
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Quick Fact:
    In ratifying the Constitution, 
New York, Virginia and Rhode 

Island expressed that if the rights 
they granted the U.S. were abused 
by the intrusions of other states 
or the federal government, it was 

proper for the offended state 
to resume the right to self-
governance, and withdraw 

from the union. 

This document is meant for informational purposes only, and is provided as a free resource in order to help 
educate and enlighten. While every effort has been made to accurately deliver, and pay proper tribute to 
those concerned, please let us know any questions at: camdenpoint.wordpress.com

Charles Pinckney South Carolina lawyer and politician1757-1824

John Rutledge South Carolina
lawyer, politician, 
planter, and judge1739-1800

1.11

Hugh Williamson North Carolina scholar and doctor1735-1819

James Madison Virginia author and politician1751-1836

Edmund Randolph Virginia lawyer and politician1753-1813

George Mason
(Colonel Mason) Virginia planter and scholar1725-1792
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