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Under the Articles of Confederation, each

Secondary state had one vote in Congress. State

Document

ﬂ legislatures appointed a group of two to seven

representatives to attend the Congress and
vote on behalf of the state. Men who were
appointed to be representatives could not s2rve for more than three out
of any six years. In contrast, the Constitudon established a Congress
with two parts, the House of Represeniatives and the Senate. Members
of the House of Represcuiatives were elected directly by the people and
members of the Senate were chosen by state legislatures. There was no

limit on how long representatives could serve.

Having (vre houses of Congress was a compromise worked out at the
Constitutional Convention between delegates from small states and
delegates from large states. Those from small states were worried that
their states would always be outvoted in Congress by larger states. They
also compromised on how the members of the two houses of Congress
would be selected. Members of the House of Representatives were
elected by the people using a proportional system: states with a higher
population get to elect more Representatives than states with smaller
numbers of residents. For the Senate, each state, no matter how large

or small, is represented by two Senators.
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Introduction: When the framers wrote the U.S. Constitution they decided that the
House of Representatives would be a proportional system; larger states would
elect more Congressmen than smaller states. They also decided that, as the
population of the U.S. grew, there could be no more than one representative for
every 30,000 people. In 1788, New York had six representatives. At the New York
ratifying convention, delegate Melancton Smith, a businessman, criticized this

plan for representation.

I believe that the representative must be
chosen by the free will of the majority of his
constituents; therefore the representative
should be chosen from small #reas. Could 1
man for 30,000 be chosen in this manner?

Would the represeniative have the necessary

inforination (o serve the great number of

people that were spread over this extensive

area?

I have another obiection to this clause of the Constitution: If the
workings of government were trusted to only a few men, each man
would have a lot of power and would be more likely to become corrupt.
Therefore steps should be taken to prevent the possibility of

corruption.

Representatives should resemble those they represent; they should be a
true picture of the people and understand how the people live and
what they need. To determine whether the number of representatives
proposed by this Constitution is sufficient, we should examine the
qualifications which the representatives should possess in order to do
their jobs properly for the happiness of the people. Representatives
should be well-educated.They should also be familiar with the common
concerns and occupations of most people. Men of the middling class are
in general much more able to understand such concerns than men of a

higher class.

The wealthy cannot have that sympathy with their constituents which
is necessary for them to understand their interests. Being in the habit
of expensive living, they will tax the public highly and spend their
money. They find no difficulty in paying their taxes, but people of the
middling class do feel these difficulties. Therefore, representatives from
the middling class, from their frugal habits, will be careful how they

increase taxes.

I believe that the Constitution should have a larger number of
representatives so that it can include members of the wealthy class and

a sufficient number of the middling class to control them.
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Introduction: During the 1780s, Alexander Hamilton practiced law and founded
the Bank of New York. He was a delegate to the New York ratifying convention.
In this speech to the convention, he responded directly to Melancton Smith’s

criticism of the number of representatives established by the Constitution.

I contend that sixty-five [Congressmen] and
twenty-six [Senators] in two bodie: provice
Americans with perfect security, and that the
gradual increase in representatives, which the
framers of the Constitution made possible,

will put everyhody at ease. Each

representative has to return to the
community; he is dependent on the will of the people , and it is not in

his interest to oppose their wishes.

All governmienis, even the most despotic, depend, in a great degree, on
opinion. In (ree republics, the will of the people is the essential
principle of the government, and the laws which control the
community are shaped by the public wishes. It is fortunate that the
people of this country are very intelligent, because we may expect the
laws to be well-made and just. If the general voice of the people wants

an increase in representatives, it undoubtedly will take place.

It has been also observed by the gentlemen in opposition to the
Constitution that a large number of representatives is necessary to
understand the interests of the people. This principle is by no means
true. The information necessary to understand the obligations of
government is open to every intelligent person and five men may
know as much as fifty. In New York, we have only twenty-four state
senators and the public has full confidence in them. They have as much

power over New York as Congressmen will have over the country.

Sir, we hear constantly that we will not have enough representation
under the new Constitution, but this is meant to upset us rather than to
show us the truth. Why are we told so often of an aristocracy? For my
part, I hardly know the meaning of this word as it is applied. Who are
the aristocracy among us? Where do we find men elevated to a
perpetual rank above their fellow citizens ? Does the new government
make a rich man more eligible for public office than a poor one? No. It
requires no such qualification. The tendency of the people will be to

elect the most qualified man, even if he is poor or unknown.
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Under the Articles of Confederation, the
Secondary central government could not imoo ce taxes
directly on people. It relied orn. rauonay sent

Document

from the states in order L0 pay its expenses,

but it had no wav to force the states to supply
funds. Only a few states contributer!. ‘ihis hecame a problem when the
new American government could not pay debts it owed to foreign

countries that had loancd it moeney to fight the American Revolution.

To address that prohlem, ihe drafters of the Constitution gave Congress
the power t¢ scl taxes. A tax is an amount of money that the
governunent collects from people or businesses. Taxes could be based
on people’s property or income (known as direct taxes) or on things
that people bought from other countries (known as impost or import
taxes). The Constitution also gave Congress the power to decide how
much money the government could spend, and what it would spend it

OoIl.
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Introduction: Many small farmers were opposed to ratification. They were
suspicious about the motives of the wealthy elite and feared the power of a
strong federal government. Amos Singletary, a farmer from western
Massachusetts, spoke as a delegate before the state's ratification convention in

1788.

We contended with Great Britain—somnie said
for a three-penny duty on tea, but it was not
that. It was because they claimed a right to tax
us and bind us in all cases whatever. And does

not this Constitution do the same? Does it not

take away all we have—all our property?
Does it not lay all taxes, dut'cs, Lnposts, and excises? And what more

have we to give?

They tell us Congress won't lay direct taxes upon us, but collect all the
money they want by impost. I say, there has always been a difficulty
about .l nrost, They won't be able to raise money enough by impost, and

ther they will tax the land and take all we have got.

These lawyers, and men of learning, and moneyed men, that talk so
finely and gloss over matters so smoothly, to make us poor illiterate
people swallow down the pill, they expect to get into Congress
themselves. They expect to be the managers of this Constitution, and
get all the power and all the money into their own hands. And then
they will swallow up all of us little folks. This is what I am afraid of.
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Introduction: James Wilson was one of the men who wrote the Constitution. Two
weeks after a draft of the Constitution was completed, he spoke at a large public
meeting held in Philadelphia. He explained the proposed Constitution and
answered some of the criticisms that had been made of it. His speech was
published in the Pennsylvania Packet newspaper and then reprinted in many

other states as well.

Critics say the federal government should not
have the power of direct taxation. But it is the
federal government’s dutv to provide for the

national safety, to support the dignity of the

union, and to nay the country’s debts. If the
government is going to fulfill those important
duties, it is only right and practical that it has every means possible to
do so. But why should we ke alarmed about unlikely evils? I predict
that the great reveonue of the United States must, and always will, be
raised by i1 post, which is easier to raise and will be less bothersome to
the Armericarn people. Still, the government should have the powerof
dircce taxation in case of emergency, and people should not feel
oppressed by how the government will collect taxes if they agree that

the government has the power to collect them.
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The Articles of Confederation gave more

Secondary power to the individual states than to the

Document

ﬂ central government. There was a Congress
made up of representatives irom each state,
but there was no single executive like a
President, and there were no courfs. /A majority of the states’
representatives had to agree to any new laws, and the Articles
themselves could only be Le amended if all 13 states agreed to the
changes. This meaiil that 1l was almost impossible for any changes to be

made to the Articles.

At the Constitutional Convention, the framers decided that the new
ceriiral government would be more effective if it could spread power
among three different parts. These parts, known as branches, of
government were executive (the President), legislative (Congress), and
judicial (courts and judges). The Constitution established a system of
“checks and balances” so that none of the three branches would
become too powerful. For example, Congress would write and pass
laws, the President would approve (or veto) the laws that Congress
passed, and the courts would decide if the laws were legitimate.
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Introduction: Debates about whether to ratify the Constitution took place in the
pages of newspapers as well as at state ratification conventions. This anti-
federalist letter was published in the Massachusetts Centinel newspaper by an

opponent of the Constitution who did not sign his name.

The objections that have been made to the

new constitution, are these:

The Constitution does not establish {as it
ought to) a confeder:tion of states, but a

government of individuals.

The legislative and executive powers are not

kept separate as every one of the state

“ustitutions declares they ought to be; but
they are mixed in a manner entirely novel

and unkoowrn. even to the constitution of Great Britain.

In I'ngland the king only has the right to veto the actions of the
legislature, which he has never dared to exercise for a hundred years.
By the new constitution, both the president and the Senate have that
right to veto, and are intended to support each other in the exercise of
it.

The most important branches of the executive department are to be put
into the hands of one person, who will be in fact an elective king. The
military will be entirely at his disposal, and therefore:

A government made up of monarchy and aristocracy will be firmly

established, and liberty will only be a short page in the history books of
the best days of America.

These, my countrymen, are the objections that have been made to the
new proposed system of government; and if you read the Constitution

itself with attention, you will find them all to be true.

An Officer of the late Continental Army.
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Introduction: James Madison played a large role in writing the Constitution, and
continued to support it during ratification debates. In this document, which
Madison wrote to try to convince delegates to ratify the Constitution, he
describes how the different branches of the government will exercise power
over each other. In 1809, Madison became the fourth president of the United

States.

To protect against one branch of the
government gradually gaining too much
power, the Constitution gives those who
administer each branch the necessary
methods, and personal motives, to resist

efforts by the cothier branches to gain power.

We can depend on the people to vote corrupt
officials out of office, but each branch must

also have the ahility (o check the power of the other branches.

But it is not possible to give to each part of the government an equal
power of self-defense. In republican government, the legislature
creates the laws, and so it is the most powerful. The remedy for this is
to divide the legislature into different branches. The Senate and House
of Representatives are elected separately and have separate functions,
but they are both dependent on the people. Furthermore, in addition to
dividing the legislative branch into two, the weaker executive branch

should be given enough strength to balance the legislature's power.

An absolute veto power over the legislature appears at first view to be
the natural power with which the president should be armed. On
ordinary occasions, the president might not use the veto power when
he should, and on extraordinary occasions he might abuse the power of
veto. This is corrected in the Constitution by giving the House of
Representatives, the weaker of the two legislative branches, the power

to override the president’s veto when % of its members vote to do so.
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