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The issues at hand lay at the feet of pulpits. 

Moses Allen - A classmate of Madison. Pastor in South Carolina. Quote from Chapter 34 of Chaplains and 
Clergy of the Revolution, “ Though surrounded by tories in his new home, some of whom formed a part of his 
congregation, he took open ground against the mother country. He thought it no sacrilege to preach rebellion 
from the pulpit, and though remonstrated with and threatened, he continued to denounce the aggressive 
measures of Great Britain as insulting and tyrannical, declaring they never should be submitted to, and called 
on his people to arm in defence of their country and its most sacred rights. “ 

  

The Federalists: 
Only one that I’ll present here. 

Madison Federalist #10 

 If a faction consists of less than a majority, relief is supplied by the republican principle, which enables 
the majority to defeat its sinister views by regular vote. It may clog the administration, it may convulse the 
society; but it will be unable to execute and mask its violence under the forms of the Constitution. 

When a majority is included in a faction, the form of popular government, on the other hand, enables it to 
sacrifice to its ruling passion or interest both the public good and the rights of other citizens. 

Anti-Federalist Papers 
I will continually promote the view that the Anti-federalists predicted this very day. The following quotes are 
more specific to Article I, Section 4 regarding Congress having control over elections. The Anti-federalists 
thought this a very ‘evil’ control to give to the national government.  

Considering that ‘mail in voting’ was NEVER a consideration and that Voter ID always was, it is a travesty to 
now see that the socialists/Marxists/jihadists in the whole of Congress want the easily manipulated ‘vote-by-
mail’ in any future funding.  

Well, I’ve predicted this for years…. All part of the Kozak Plan. The doom is on you if you do not hear and 
fight for our Free Elections. 

___________________________________ 

https://samueladamsreturns.net/chaplains-and-clergy/
https://samueladamsreturns.net/chaplains-and-clergy/


"A NEWPORT MAN," 

wrote this wit which appeared in The Newport Mercury, March 17, 1788. 

by A Newport Man 

…J. J. Rousseau wrote, “"every law that the people have not ratified in person, is void; it is no law. The people 
of England think they are free. They are much mistaken. They are never so but during the election of members 
of Parliament. As soon as they are elected, they are slaves, they are nothing. And by the use they make of their 
liberty during the short moments they possess it, they well deserve to lose it." 

"A FARMER AND PLANTER" 

had his work printed in The Maryland Journal, and Baltimore Advertiser, April 1, 1788. 

“I am told that four of the richest men in Ann-Arundel County [Maryland], have offered themselves 
candidates to serve in the convention, who are all in favor of the new Federal Government. Let me beg of you 
to reflect a moment on the danger you run. If you choose these men, or others like them, they certainly will do 
everything in their power to adopt the new government. Should they succeed, your liberty is gone forever; and 
you will then be nothing better than a strong ass crouching down between two burdens. The new form of 
government gives Congress liberty at any time, by their laws, to alter the state laws, and the time, places and 
manner of holding elections for representatives. By this clause they may command, by their laws, the people of 
Maryland to go to Georgia, and the people of Georgia to go to Boston, to choose their representatives. …” 

Anti-Federalist No. 36, Representation and Internal Taxation (Federal Farmer essay 
No. III) 

10 October 1787 

by Richard Henry Lee, The Federal Farmer 

… “The people of this country, in one sense, may all be democratic; but if we make the proper distinction 
between the few men of wealth and abilities, and consider them, as we ought, as the natural aristocracy of the 
country, and the great body of the people, the middle and lower classes, as the democracy, this federal 
representative branch will have but very little democracy in it, even this small representation is not secured on 
proper principles.—The branches of the legislature are essential parts of the fundamental compact, and ought 
to be so fixed by the people, that the legislature cannot alter itself by modifying the elections of its own 
members. This, by a part of Art. 1. Sect. 4. the general legislature may do, it may evidently so regulate elections 
as to secure the choice of any particular description of men.—It may make the whole state one district—make 
the capital, or any places in the state, the place or places of election—it may declare that the five men (or 
whatever the number may be the state may chuse) who shall have the most votes shall be considered as chosen
—In this case it is easy to perceive how the people who live scattered in the inland towns will bestow their 
votes on different men—and how a few men in a city, in any order or profession, may unite and place any five 
men they please highest among those that may be voted for—and all this may be done constitutionally, and by 
those silent operations, which are not immediately perceived by the people in general.—I know it is urged, 



that the general legislature will be disposed to regulate elections on fair and just principles:—This may be true
—good men will generally govern well with almost any constitution: but why in laying the foundation of the 
social system, need we unnecessarily leave a door open to improper regulations?—This is a very general and 
unguarded clause, and many evils may flow from that part which authorises the congress to regulate elections
—Were it omitted, the regulations of elections would be solely in the respective states, where the people are 
substantially represented; and where the elections ought to be regulated, otherwise to secure a representation 
from all parts of the community, in making the constitution, we ought to provide for dividing each state into a 
proper number of districts, and for confining the electors in each district to the choice of some men, who shall 
have a permanent interest and residence in it; and also for this essential object, that the representative elected 
shall have a majority of the votes of those electors who shall attend and give their votes.” 

… “If they prove any thing, they prove that we cannot consolidate the states on proper principles: The 
organization of the government presented proves, that we cannot form a general government in which all 
power can be safely lodged; and a little attention to the parts of the one proposed will make it appear very 
evident, that all the powers proposed to be lodged in it, will not be then well deposited, either for the purposes 
of government, or the preservation of liberty. I will suppose no abuse of powers in those cases, in which the 
abuse of it is not well guarded against—I will suppose the words authorising the general government to 
regulate the elections of its own members struck out of the plan, or free district elections, in each state, amply 
secured.—That the small representation provided for shall be as fair and equal as it is capable of being made— 
I will suppose the judicial department regulated on pure principles, by future laws, as far as it can be by the 
constitution, and consistent] with the situation of the country—still there will be an unreasonable 
accumulation of powers in the general government, if all be granted, enumerated in the plan proposed. The 
plan does not present a well balanced government.” … 

Anti-Federalist No. 39, Appearance and Reality—The Form is Federal; The Effect is 
National 

by A Farmer 

The following excerpt is from the essays of "A FARMER." It appeared in the Philadelphia Independent Gazetteer on 
April 15 and 22, 1788 

… “The senators do not vote by States, but as individuals. The representatives also vote as individuals, 
representing people in a consolidated or national government; they judge upon their own elections, and, with 
the Senate, have the power of regulating elections in time, place and manner, which is in other words to say, 
that they have the power of elections absolutely vested in them.” 

… “I have often wondered how any writer of sense could have the confidence to avow, or could suppose the 
people to be ignorant enough to believe that, when a State is deprived of the power not only of standing 
armies (this the members of a confederacy ought to be), but of commanding its own militia, regulating its 
elections, directing or superseding its representatives, or paying them their wages; who is, moreover, deprived 
of the command of any property, I mean source of revenue or taxation, or what amounts to the same thing, 
who may enact laws for raising revenue, but who may have these laws rendered nugatory, and the execution 
thereof superseded by the laws of Congress. [sic] This is not a strained construction, but the natural operation 



of the powers of Congress under the new constitution; for every object of revenues, every source of taxation, is 
vested in the general government.”…. 

Anti-Federalist No. 41-43 (Part II), The Quantity of Power the Union Must Possess Is 
One Thing; The Mode of Exercising the Powers Given Is Quite A Different 
Consideration 

(Federal Farmer essay No. XVIII) 25 January 1788 - By Richard Henry Lee (Federal Farmer) 

… “I am persuaded, a federal head never was formed, that possessed half the powers which it could carry into 
full effect, altogether independently of the state or local governments, as the one, the convention has proposed, 
will possess. Should the state legislatures never meet, except merely for chusing federal senators and 
appointing electors, once in four and six years, the federal head may go on for ages to make all laws relative to 
the following subjects, and by its own courts, officers, and provisions, carry them into full effect, and to any 
extent it may deem for the general welfare; …  for regulating the times, places, and manner of holding 
elections for senators and representatives … “ 

Anti-Federalist No. 44, What Congress Can Do; What A State Can Not 

by Deliberator 

"DELIBERATOR" appeared in The Freeman's Journal; or, The North-American Intelligencer, February 20, 1788. 

… “8. Congress may order the elections for members of their own body, in the several states, to be held at what 
times, in what places, and in what manner they shall think proper. Thus, in Pennsylvania, they may order the 
elections to be held in the middle of winter, at the city of Philadelphia; by which means the inhabitants of nine-
tenths of the state will be effectually (tho' constitutionally) deprived of the exercise of their right of suffrage.” 
… 

Anti-Federalist No. 47, 'Balance' of Departments Not Achieved Under New 
Constitution (Centinel essay No. I and II) 

5 October 1787 - by Samuel Bryan, Centinel 

To the Freemen of Pennsylvania. 

… ”By these sections the all-prevailing power of taxation, and such extensive legislative and judicial powers 
are vested in the general government, as must in their operation, necessarily absorb the state legislatures and 
judicatories; and that such was in the contemplation of the framers of it, will appear from the provision made 
for such event, in another part of it; (but that, fearful of alarming the people by so great an innovation, they 
have suffered the forms of the separate governments to remain, as a blind.) By sect. 4th of the 1st article, "the 
times, places and manner of holding 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 regulations, except as 
to the place of chusing senators." The plain construction of which is, that when the state legislatures drop out 
of sight, from the necessary operation this government, then Congress are to provide for the election and 
appointment of representatives and senators.” …  

… “Thus we see, the house of representatives, are on the part of the people to balance the senate, who I 
suppose will be composed of the better sort, the well born, etc. The number of the representatives (being only 
one for every 30,000 inhabitants) appears to be too few, either to communicate the requisite information, of the 
wants, local circumstances and sentiments of so extensive an empire, or to prevent corruption and undue 
influence, in the exercise of such great powers; the term for which they are to be chosen, too long to preserve a 
due dependence and accountability to their constituents; and the mode and places of their election not 
sufficiently ascertained, for as Congress have the control over both, they may govern the choice, by ordering 
the representatives of a whole state, to be elected in one place, and that too may be the most inconvenient.” 

Centinel II (excerpt) 

24 October 1787  - by Samuel Bryan, Centinel 

… “The check of the house of representatives upon the senate will likewise be rendered nugatory for want of 
due weight in the democratic branch, and from their constitution they may become so independent of the 
people as to be indifferent of its interests. Nay, as Congress would have the control over the mode and place of 
their election, by ordering the representatives of a whole state to be elected at one place, and that too the most 
inconvenient, the ruling powers may govern the choice, and thus the house of representatives may be 
composed of the creatures of the senate. Still the semblance of checks may remain, but without operation.” 

Anti-Federalist No. 51, Do Checks and Balances Really Secure the Rights of the 
People? 

by Aristocrotis 

This satire is from a pamphlet of "ARISTOCROTIS", The Government of Nature Delineated; Or An Exact Picture of the 
New Federal Constitution (Carlisle, PA, 1788) 

… “In article first, section first, of the new plan, it is declared that "all legislative powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States which shall consist of a Senate"—very right, quite agreeable to 
nature and House of Representatives"—not quite so right. This is a palpable compliance with the humors and 
corrupt practices of the times. But what follows in section 2 is still worse: "The House of Representatives shall 
be composed of members chosen every second year by the people of the several states." This is a most 
dangerous power, and must soon produce fatal and pernicious consequences, were it not circumscribed and 
poised by proper checks and balances. But in this is displayed the unparalleled sagacity of the august 
convention: that when such bulwarks of prejudice surrounded the evil, so as to render it both difficult and 
dangerous to attack it by assault and storm, they have invested and barricaded it so closely as will certainly 
deprive it of its baneful influence and prevent its usual encroachments. They have likewise stationed their 
miners and sappers so judiciously, that they will certainly, in process of time, entirely reduce and demolish 



this obnoxious practice of popular election. There is a small thrust given to it in the body of the conveyance 
itself. The term of holding elections is every two years; this is much better than the detestable mode of annual 
elections, so fatal to energy. However, if nothing more than this were done, it would still remain an 
insupportable inconvenience. But in section 4 it is provided that congress by law may alter and make such 
regulations with respect to the times, places, and manner of holding elections, as to them seemeth fit and 
proper. This is certainly a very salutary provision, most excellently adapted to counterbalance the great and 
apparently dangerous concessions made to the plebeians in the first and second sections. With such a prudent 
restriction as this they are quite harmless: no evil can arise from them if congress have only the sagacity and 
fortitude to avail themselves of the power they possess by this section. For when the stated term (for which the 
primary members was elected) is nigh expired, congress may appoint [the] next election to be held in one place 
in each state; and so as not to give the rabble needless disgust, they may appoint the most central place for that 
purpose. They can never be at a loss for an ostensible reason to vary and shift from place to place until they 
may fix it at any extremity of the state it suits. This will be the business of the senate, to observe the particular 
places in each state, where their influence is most extensive, and where the inhabitants are most obsequious to 
the will of their superiors, and there appoint the elections to be held. By this means, such members will be 
returned to the house of representatives (as it is called) as the president and senate shall be pleased to 
recommend; and they no doubt will recommend such gentlemen only as are distinguished by some peculiar 
federal feature—so that unanimity and concord will shine conspicuous through every branch of government. 
This section is ingeniously calculated, and must have been intended by the convention, to exterminate 
electioneering entirely. For by putting the time of election in the hands of congress they have thereby given 
them a power to perpetuate themselves when they shall find it safe and convenient to make the experiment. 
For though a preceding clause says, "that representatives shall be chosen for two years, and senators for six 
years," yet this clause being subsequent annuls the former, and puts it in the power of congress, (when some 
favorable juncture intervenes) to alter the time to four and twelve years. This cannot be deemed an 
unconstitutional stretch of power, for the constitution in express terms puts the time of holding elections in 
their power, and certainly they are the proper judges when to exert that power. Thus by doubling the period 
from time to time, its extent will soon be rendered coeval with the life of man. And it is but a very short and 
easy transition from this to hereditary succession, which is most agreeable to the institutions of nature, who in 
all her works, hath ordained the descendant of every species of beings to succeed its immediate progenitor, in 
the same actions, ends and order. 

“The indefatigable laborious ass never aspires to the honors, nor assumes the employment of the sprightly 
warlike steed, nor does he ever pretend that it is his right to succeed him in all his offices and dignities, 
because he bears some resemblance to the defunct in his figure and nature. The llama, though useful enough 
for the purposes for which he was intended by nature, is every way incompetent to perform the offices of the 
elephant; nor does he ever pretend to usurp his elevated station. Every species of beings, animate and 
inanimate, seem fully satisfied with the station assigned them by nature. But perverse, obstinate man, he alone 
spurns at her institutions, and inverts her order.' He alone repines at his situation, and endeavors to usurp the 
station of his superiors. But this digression has led me from the subject in hand.… 

(2) This is only to be understood of the inferior class of mankind. The superior order have aspiring feelings 
given them by nature, such as ambition, emulation, etc., which makes it their duty to persevere in the pursuit 
of gratifying these refined passions. The next object that presents itself is the power which the new constitution 
gives to congress to regulate the manner of elections. The common practice of voting at present is by ballot. By 
this mode it is impossible for a gentleman to know how he is served by his dependent, who may be possessed 



of a vote. Therefore this mode must be speedily altered for that viva voce, which will secure to a rich man all 
the votes of his numerous dependents and friends and their dependents. By this means he may command any 
office in the gift of the people, which he pleases to set up for. This will answer a good end while electioneering 
exists; and will likewise contribute something towards its destruction. A government founded agreeable to 
nature must be entirely independent; that is, it must be beyond the reach of annoyance or control from every 
power on earth, Now in order to render it thus, several things are necessary.” 

Note to the following: I am including the complete essay as one of the formal arguments that our enemies 
have studied how to destroy the country from the point of the Constitutional Election management 

Anti-Federalist No. 52, On the Guarantee of Congressional Biennial Elections 

by Consider Arms, Malichi Maynard, and Samuel Field 

The following essay was signed by Consider Arms, Malichi Maynard, and Samuel Field. It was taken from The 
Hampshire Gazette of April 9, 1788. 

We the subscribers being of the number, who did not assent to the ratification of the federal constitution, under 
consideration in the late state convention, held at Boston, to which we were called by the suffrages of the 
corporations to which we respectively belong—beg leave, through the channel of your paper, to lay before the 
public in general, and our constituents in particular, the reasons of our dissent, and the principles which 
governed us in our decision of this important question. 

Fully convinced, ever since the late revolution, of the necessity of a firm, energetic government, we should 
have rejoiced in an opportunity to have given our assent to such a one; and should in the present case, most 
cordially have done it, could we at the same time been happy to have seen the liberties of the people and the 
rights of mankind properly guarded and secured. We conceive that the very notion of government carries 
along with it the idea of justice and equity, and that the whole design of instituting government in the world, 
was to preserve men's properties from rapine, and their bodies from violence and bloodshed. 

These propositions being established, we conceive must of necessity produce the following consequence: That 
every constitution or system, which does not quadrate with this original design, is not government, but in fact 
a subversion of it. 

Having premised thus much, we proceed to mention some things in this constitution to which we object, and 
to enter into an inquiry, whether, and how far they coincide with those simple and original notions of 
government before mentioned. 

In the first place, as direct taxes are to be apportioned according to the numbers in each state, and as 
Massachusetts has none in it but what are declared free men, so the whole, blacks as well as whites, must be 
numbered; this must therefore operate against us, as twofifths of the slaves in the southern states are to be left 
out of the numeration. Consequently, three Massachusetts infants will increase the tax equal to five sturdy full-
grown Negroes of theirs, who work every day in the week for their masters, saving the Sabbath, upon which 
they are allowed to get something for their own support. We can see no justice in this way of apportioning 
taxes. Neither can we see any good reason why this was consented to on the part of our delegates. 



We suppose it next to impossible that every individual in this vast continental union, should have his wish 
with regard to every single article composing a frame of government. And therefore, although we think it 
More agreeable to the principles of republicanism, that elections should be annual, yet as the elections in our 
own state government are so, we did not view it so dangerous to the liberties of the people, that we should 
have rejected the constitution merely on account of the biennial elections of the representatives—had we been 
sure that the people have any security even of this. But this we could not find. For although it is said, that "the 
House of Representatives shall be chosen every second year, by the people of the several states," etc., and that 
"the times, places and manner of holding elections for senators and representatives, shall be prescribed in each 
state by the legislature thereof," yet all this is wholely superseded by a subsequent provision, which empowers 
Congress at any time to enact a law, whereby such regulations may be altered, except as to the places of 
choosing senators. Here we conceive the people may be very materially injured, and in time reduced to a state 
of as abject vassalage as any people were under the control of the most mercenary despot that ever tarnished 
the pages of history. 

The depravity of human nature, illustrated by examples from history, will warrant us to say, it may be possible, 
if not probable, that the congress may be composed of men, who will wish to burden and oppress the people. 
In such case, will not their inventions be fruitful enough to devise occasions for postponing the elections? And 
if they can do this once, they can twice; if they can twice, they can thrice, so by degrees render themselves 
absolute and perpetual. Or, if they choose, they have another expedient. They can alter the place of holding 
elections. They can say, whatever the legislature of this state may order to the contrary, that all the elections of 
our representatives shall be made at Mechias, or at Williamstown. Consequently, nine-tenths of the people will 
never vote. And if this should be thought a measure favorable to their reelection, or the election of some tool 
for their mercenary purposes, we doubt not it will be thus ordered. But says the advocates for the constitution, 
"it is not likely this will ever happen; we are not to expect our rulers will ever proceed to a wanton exercise of 
the powers given them." But what reason have we more than past ages, to expect that we shall be blessed with 
impeccable rulers? We think not any. Although it has been said that every generation grows wiser and wiser, 
yet we have no reason to think they grow better and better. And therefore the probability lies upon the dark 
side. Does not the experience of past ages leach, that men have generally exercised all the powers they had 
given them, and even have usurped upon them, in order to accomplish their own sinister and avaricious 
designs, whenever they thought they could do it with impunity? This we presume will not be denied. And it 
appeared to us that the arguments made use of by the favorers of the constitution, in the late convention at 
Boston, proceeded upon the plan of righteousness in those who are to rule over us, by virtue of this new form 
of government. But these arguments, we confess, could have no weight with us, while we judge them to be 
founded altogether upon a slippery perhaps. 

We are sensible, that in order to the due administration of government, it is necessary that certain powers 
should be delegated to the rulers from the people. At the same time, we think they ought carefully to guard 
against giving so much as will enable those rulers, by that means, at once, or even in process of time, to render 
themselves absolute and despotic. 

This we think is the case with the form of government lately submitted to our consideration. We could not, 
therefore, acting uprightly, consulting our own good and the good of our constituents, give our assent unto it. 
We could not then and we still cannot see, that because people are many times guilty of crimes and deserving 
of punishment, that it from thence follows the authority ought to have power to punish them when they are 
not guilty, or to punish the innocent with the guilty without discrimination, which amounts to the same thing. 
But this we think in fact to be the case as to this federal constitution. For the congress, whether they have 



provocation or not, can at any time order the elections in any or all the states to be conducted in such manner 
as wholely to defeat and render entirely nugatory the intention of those elections, and convert that which was 
considered and intended to be the palladium of the liberties of the people—the grand bulwark against any 
invasion upon them—into a formidable engine, by which to overthrow them all, and thus involve them in the 
depth of misery and distress. But it was pled by some of the ablest advocates of the constitution, that if 
congress should exercise such powers to the prejudice of the people (and they did not deny but they could if 
they should be disposed) they (the people) would not suffer it. They would have recourse to the ultima ratio, 
the dernier resort of the oppressed—the sword. But it appeared to us a piece of superlative incongruity indeed, 
that the people, whilst in the full and indefeasible possession of their liberties and privileges, should be so very 
profuse, so very liberal in the disposal of them, as consequently to place themselves in a predicament 
miserable to an extreme. So wretched indeed, that they may at once be reduced to the sad alternative of 
yielding themselves vassals into the hands of a venal and corrupt administration, whose only wish may be to 
aggrandize themselves and families— to wallow in luxury and every species of dissipation, and riot upon the 
spoils of the community; or take up the sword and involve their country in all the horrors of a civil war—the 
consequences of which, we think, we may venture to augur will more firmly rivet their shackles and end in the 
entailment of vassalage to their posterity. We think this by no means can fall within the description of 
government before mentioned. Neither can we think these suggestions merely chimerical, or that they proceed 
from an overheated enthusiasm in favor of republicanism; neither yet from an illplaced detestation of 
aristocracy; but from the apparent danger the people are in by establishing this constitution. When we take a 
forward view of the proposed congress—seated in the federal city, ten miles square, fortified and replenished 
with all kinds of military stores and every implement; with a navy at command on one side, and a land army 
on the other—we say, when we view them thus possessed of the sword in one hand and the purse strings of 
the people in the other, we can see no security left for them in the enjoyment of their liberties, but what may 
proceed from the bare possibility that this supreme authority of the nation may be possessed of virtue and 
integrity sufficient to influence them in the administration of equal justice and equity among those whom they 
shall govern. But why should we voluntarily choose to trust our all upon so precarious a tenure as this? We 
confess it gives us pain to anticipate the future scene: a scene presenting to view miseries so complicated and 
extreme, that it may be part of the charms of eloquence to extenuate, or the power of art to remove. 

Note on this One: This is one of the Hottest commentaries on the subject. 

Anti-Federalist No. 59, The Danger of Congressional Control of Elections 

by Vox Populi 

Alexander Hamilton, in Federalist No. 59, addresses this same topic from an opposing viewpoint. This essay was written 
anonymously by "VOX POPULI," and appeared in The Massachusetts Gazette on October 30, 1787. 

“. . I beg leave to lay before the candid public the first clause in the fourth section of the first article of the 
proposed Constitution: 

"The times, places and manner of holding 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 regulations 
except as to the places of choosing senators." 

By this clause, the time, place and manner of choosing representatives is wholly at the disposal of Congress. 



Why the Convention who formed the proposed Constitution wished to invest Congress with such a power, I 
am by no means capable of saying; or why the good people of this commonwealth [Massachusetts] should 
delegate such a power to them, is no less hard to determine. But as the subject is open for discussion, I shall 
make a little free inquiry into the matter. 

And, first. What national advantage is there to be acquired by giving them such a power? The only advantage 
which I have heard proposed by it is, to prevent a partial representation of the several states in Congress; "for if 
the time, manner and place were left wholly in the hands of the state legislatures, it is probable they would not 
make provision by appointing time, manner and place for an election; in which case there could be no election, 
and consequently the federal government weakened." 

But this provision is by no means sufficient to prevent an evil of that nature. For will any reasonable man 
suppose—that when the legislature of any state, who are annually chosen, are so corrupt as to break thro' that 
government which they have formed, and refuse to appoint time, place and manner of choosing 
representatives—I say, can any person suppose, that a state so corrupt would not be full as likely to neglect, or 
even refuse, to choose representatives at the time and place and in the manner prescribed by Congress? Surely 
they would. So it could answer no good national purpose on that account; and I have not heard any other 
national advantage proposed thereby. 

We will now proceed, in the next place, to consider why the people of this commonwealth should vest 
Congress with such a power. 

No one proposes that it would be any advantage to the people of this state. Therefore, it must be considered as 
a matter of indifference, except there is an opportunity for its operating to their disadvantage—in which case, I 
conceive it ought to be disapprobated. 

Whether there is danger of its operating to the good people's disadvantage, shall now be the subject of our 
inquiry. 

Supposing Congress should direct, that the representatives of this commonwealth should be chosen all in one 
town, (Boston, for instance) on the first day of March—would not that be a very injurious institution to the 
good people of this commonwealth? Would not there be at least nine-tenths of the landed interest of this 
commonwealth entirely unrepresented? Surely one may reasonably imagine there would. What, then, would 
be the case if Congress should think proper to direct, that the elections should be held at the north-west, south-
west, or north-east part of the state, the last day of March? How many electors would there attend the 
business? And it is a little remarkable, that any gentleman should suppose, that Congress could possibly be in 
any measure as good judges of the time, place and manner of elections as the legislatures of the several 
respective states. 

These as objections I could wish to see obviated. And I could wish the public inquiry might extend to a 
consideration, whether or not it would not be more conducive, to prevent a partial representation, to invest 
Congress with power to levy such a fine as they might think proper on states not choosing representatives, 
than by giving them this power of appointing time, manner and place. 

It is objected by some, that Congress could not levy, or at least, could not collect, such a fine of a delinquent 
state. If that is the case, Congress could not collect any tax they might think proper to levy, nor execute any 
order whatever; but at any time any state might break through the national compact, dissolve the federal 
constitution, and set the whole structure afloat on the ocean of chaos. 



It is, therefore, proposed to the public to consider, whether the said clause in the fourth section of the first 
article can answer the only purposes for which it is said to have been provided, or any other which will prove 
any advantage either to the nation or state. 
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