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Brutus	no	1

Let's	examine	whether	it's	best	for	the	thirteen	United	States	to	become	one	large	republic	or	not.	It's	assumed	that	everyone	agrees	on	having	a	free	government,	one	that	secures	citizens'	liberty	and	allows	for	fair	representation.	The	question	is	whether	such	a	system	can	work	across	the	entire	United	States	as	a	single	state.	According	to
respected	thinkers	on	government,	a	free	republic	may	not	succeed	in	a	vast	country	with	many	inhabitants	and	rapid	growth.	For	instance,	Baron	de	Montesquieu	notes	that	a	republic	typically	requires	a	small	territory	to	endure,	as	large	fortunes	and	interests	can	lead	individuals	to	prioritize	their	own	gain	over	the	public	good.	In	contrast,	smaller
republics	have	more	manageable	public	interests	and	fewer	abuses.	Similarly,	Marquis	Beccaria	suggests	that	in	a	free	republic,	although	laws	stem	from	the	people's	consent,	this	consent	is	typically	expressed	through	representatives	who	should	understand	and	declare	the	people's	will.	The	key	distinction	between	free	and	arbitrary	governments
lies	in	whether	they	are	ruled	by	the	collective	will	or	the	will	of	a	few.	For	the	people	to	truly	govern,	their	chosen	representatives	must	accurately	reflect	their	sentiments,	which	can	be	challenging	in	a	large,	extended	country.	The	vast	territory	of	the	United	States	poses	significant	challenges	for	effective	representation	of	its	citizens'	sentiments.
With	a	population	now	nearing	three	million	souls,	it	is	unrealistic	to	expect	that	elected	officials	can	accurately	represent	the	diverse	opinions	and	interests	of	such	a	large	and	growing	nation.	In	a	republic,	representatives	should	share	similar	values	and	interests	with	their	constituents;	however,	the	vast	size	and	diversity	of	the	United	States	would
likely	lead	to	conflicting	views	among	its	people.	Moreover,	maintaining	a	representative	government	in	such	an	extensive	territory	is	impractical	due	to	the	sheer	scale	of	the	population	and	the	resulting	logistical	challenges.	Unlike	despotic	governments,	where	standing	armies	serve	as	a	means	of	enforcing	the	ruler's	will,	a	free	republic	relies	on
public	trust	and	accountability	for	its	leaders.	However,	in	a	country	as	vast	as	the	United	States,	it	would	be	difficult	for	citizens	to	remain	informed	about	their	elected	officials'	actions	and	decisions.	As	a	result,	the	executive	branch	would	inevitably	become	powerful	and	unchecked,	with	great	officers	of	government	abusing	their	authority	to
further	their	own	interests	at	the	expense	of	the	people.	The	complexity	of	addressing	regional	concerns	and	managing	diverse	local	needs	would	also	pose	significant	challenges	for	any	legislative	body	in	such	an	expansive	republic.	When	a	small	group	controls	a	nation's	revenues,	powers,	and	purse	strings,	it	can	lead	to	widespread	corruption	and
abuse.	This	is	especially	true	in	large	states	where	power-hungry	individuals	can	use	their	positions	to	further	their	own	interests.	In	such	cases,	the	people	may	struggle	to	hold	these	individuals	accountable	for	their	actions.	As	a	result,	it	becomes	increasingly	difficult	for	a	free	republic	to	thrive	over	a	vast	territory	like	that	of	the	United	States.	If
we	are	not	careful,	this	new	constitution	could	lead	to	the	consolidation	of	power	and	the	erosion	of	individual	liberties.	As	citizens	of	New	York,	we	find	ourselves	at	a	crossroads	in	our	nation's	history.	The	fate	of	generations	yet	unborn	hangs	precariously	in	the	balance	as	we	ponder	whether	to	ratify	or	reject	the	proposed	constitution.	This	is	no
ordinary	decision;	it	will	shape	the	course	of	our	country	for	years	to	come.	Will	this	new	form	of	government	promote	liberty,	secure	human	rights,	and	foster	happiness?	Or	will	it	lead	down	a	path	of	corruption	and	despotism?	The	choice	before	us	is	momentous.	If	we	accept	this	constitution,	we	will	be	laying	the	groundwork	for	a	brighter	future,
one	where	our	children	and	grandchildren	can	live	in	freedom	and	prosperity.	On	the	other	hand,	if	we	reject	it,	we	risk	perpetuating	the	very	problems	that	have	plagued	our	nation	thus	far.	As	we	stand	at	this	critical	juncture,	let	us	not	forget	that	the	people	are	the	true	source	of	all	power.	It	is	our	right	to	shape	the	course	of	history	and	to	create	a
government	that	truly	serves	the	common	good.	The	fate	of	liberty	hangs	in	the	balance	if	this	new	system	of	government	leads	to	a	despotic	regime	or	a	tyrannical	aristocracy.	If	you	adopt	it,	the	last	refuge	for	freedom	will	be	lost,	and	posterity	will	condemn	your	memory.	The	question	of	whether	to	accept	this	constitution	is	momentous,	and	every
noble	and	virtuous	mind	should	carefully	consider	it.	It's	argued	that	the	constitution	may	be	imperfect	but	can	be	improved	later.	However,	when	the	people	relinquish	power,	they	rarely	regain	it	without	force.	This	suggests	that	you	should	exercise	great	care	in	depositing	the	powers	of	government.	With	these	thoughts	in	mind,	I	shall	examine	this
constitution	and	its	implications	for	the	United	States.	The	first	issue	is	whether	a	federal	system	is	best	for	our	nation	or	if	we	should	instead	aim	to	create	one	unified	republic	with	a	single	legislature	and	executive.	This	inquiry	is	crucial	because,	although	the	proposed	government	does	not	fully	consolidate	power,	it	will	inevitably	lead	to	total
consolidation	if	executed.	The	US	government	has	complete	authority	to	make	laws,	appoint	officers,	and	execute	laws,	making	it	one	cohesive	entity.	This	power	surpasses	that	of	any	other	nation's	government,	including	New	York	or	Massachusetts.	The	government's	limitations	are	minimal,	with	only	a	small	degree	of	power	remaining	with
individual	states.	Once	the	general	government's	powers	are	fully	executed,	there	will	be	little	left	for	states	to	maintain	their	independence.	The	legislative	branch	has	vast	authority	to	impose	taxes,	duties,	and	excises	without	restrictions.	They	have	complete	discretion	over	tax	amounts	and	collection	methods.	This	power	is	absolute	and	perfect,
connecting	it	to	other	governance	functions	such	as	defense	and	welfare.	and	authoritarianism	are	detrimental	consequences	when	we	consider	the	limitations	imposed	by	this	constitution	on	state	governments.	This	can	only	lead	to	negative	outcomes	if	we	examine	how	this	document	restricts	state	power	to	raise	revenue.	No	state	can	issue	paper
currency,	impose	duties	or	taxes	on	imports	and	exports	without	congressional	consent;	the	proceeds	must	benefit	the	United	States.	Consequently,	states	are	left	with	no	alternative	but	to	rely	on	direct	taxation,	while	the	federal	government	also	has	the	authority	to	collect	taxes	in	any	manner	it	chooses.	It	is	clear	that	only	small	sums	of	money	can
be	collected	through	direct	taxation	in	any	country	when	the	federal	government	exercises	its	right	to	taxation.	As	a	result,	state	legislatures	will	struggle	to	raise	funds	to	support	their	governments	and	may	eventually	dwindle	away	as	their	powers	are	absorbed	by	the	general	government.	Without	funding,	they	cannot	survive,	which	could	lead	to
the	destruction	of	liberty	and	a	consolidation	of	power.	The	power	of	the	federal	legislature	to	raise	and	maintain	armies	at	its	discretion,	both	in	times	of	war	and	peace,	as	well	as	its	control	over	militias,	also	contribute	to	this	consolidation.	The	judicial	power	of	the	United	States	is	vested	in	a	supreme	court	and	inferior	courts	established	by
Congress,	with	jurisdiction	over	all	civil	cases	except	those	involving	citizens	of	the	same	state.	This	power	extends	to	cases	arising	under	the	constitution.	It	is	likely	that	an	inferior	court	will	be	established	in	each	state,	along	with	necessary	executive	officers.	In	the	natural	course	of	events,	these	federal	courts	will	surpass	the	dignity	and
respectability	of	state	courts.	They	will	derive	their	authority	from	the	United	States	and	receive	fixed	salaries,	potentially	swallowing	up	all	the	powers	of	state	courts.	The	clause	in	the	1st	article's	8th	section	may	also	lead	to	an	entire	consolidation	of	states	into	one	general	government,	as	its	provisions	are	very	broad	and	comprehensive,	allowing
for	the	passage	of	almost	any	law	if	given	a	certain	interpretation.	It	seems	that	Congress	has	the	authority	to	pass	laws	that	could	potentially	abolish	state	legislatures	and	reduce	the	states	to	a	single	government.	The	US	Constitution's	supremacy	clause	means	that	any	law	passed	by	the	federal	legislature	takes	precedence	over	state	laws,	which
could	lead	to	a	situation	where	the	federal	government	exercises	complete	control	over	individual	states.	This	power	is	seen	as	a	potential	threat	to	the	autonomy	of	states,	but	it	is	argued	that	the	federal	government	will	naturally	exercise	its	authority	to	remove	any	limitations	on	its	power.	The	author	questions	whether	this	concentration	of	power
would	be	beneficial	or	detrimental	for	the	United	States.	While	acknowledging	the	desire	for	an	entirely	free	government,	it	becomes	apparent	that	creating	one	which	accommodates	a	vast	number	of	inhabitants	and	allows	for	equal	representation	would	be	extremely	challenging.	Historical	precedents	suggest	that	only	small	territories	with	fewer
citizens	have	succeeded	in	maintaining	free	republics	without	degenerating	into	tyranny	over	time.	The	opinions	of	prominent	figures	such	as	de	Montesquieu	emphasize	the	impracticality	of	large-scale	republics	due	to	factors	like	increased	greed,	greater	trusts	being	placed	in	single	individuals,	and	the	public	good	often	giving	way	to	personal
interests	and	exceptional	circumstances.	Furthermore,	a	free	democracy	requiring	all	citizens	to	come	together	for	decision-making	would	be	unfeasible	on	a	grand	scale,	necessitating	instead	a	more	limited	geographical	scope	or	a	different	form	of	government	altogether.	A	free	republic	relies	on	citizens	who	can	debate,	comprehend	the	subject
matter	presented	to	them,	and	express	their	opinions	freely.	Although	laws	originate	from	public	consent,	people	do	not	directly	declare	their	approval;	instead,	they	elect	representatives	to	voice	their	views.	In	a	democratic	system,	the	populace	grants	their	consent	through	elected	officials	who	should	be	aware	of	their	constituents'	sentiments	and
have	integrity	to	convey	them	accurately.	The	true	distinction	between	a	free	government	and	an	autocratic	one	lies	in	whether	laws	are	created	based	on	the	collective	will	or	that	of	a	single	entity.	In	a	large	country	with	diverse	populations,	it	is	unrealistic	to	expect	representatives	to	genuinely	represent	the	people's	views	without	becoming	too
numerous	and	ineffective.	Given	the	vast	territory	and	growing	population	of	the	United	States,	it	would	be	impractical	for	such	a	nation	to	elect	a	representative	body	capable	of	speaking	on	behalf	of	its	citizens	without	becoming	unwieldy.	In	a	republic,	it	is	crucial	that	the	populace	shares	similar	values,	sentiments,	and	interests.	Without	this
cohesion,	there	will	inevitably	be	conflicting	opinions,	hindering	governmental	efficiency	and	progress.	This	principle	is	particularly	relevant	in	the	United	States,	where	the	different	states	have	distinct	laws	and	customs,	often	favoring	their	own	interests	over	others.	In	despotic	regimes	and	monarchies,	decision-making	authority	lies	with	one	entity,
whereas	free	governments	rely	on	the	collective	will	of	its	citizens.	The	manner	in	which	representation	occurs	is	critical	to	ensuring	that	a	government	truly	represents	its	people...	The	maintenance	of	standing	armies	has	historically	led	to	the	erosion	of	liberty	and	is	inherently	at	odds	with	the	principles	of	a	free	republic.	Such	institutions	foster
dependence	on	citizens	for	support,	yet	the	vastness	of	the	country	would	make	it	impractical	for	individuals	to	be	directly	connected	with	their	rulers,	hindering	the	establishment	of	trust	and	confidence.	Consequently,	this	system	would	likely	result	in	a	lack	of	faith	in	the	legislature	and	government,	leading	to	a	nerveless	and	inefficient	governance
model	that	relies	on	an	armed	force	to	enforce	laws	through	coercion.	Furthermore,	the	concentration	of	power	among	a	few	individuals	within	each	state,	particularly	those	with	high	honors	and	emoluments,	would	create	opportunities	for	abuse	and	corruption,	as	ambitious	and	designing	men	would	pursue	these	positions	relentlessly.	1The	US
government	was	weak	under	the	Articles	of	Confederation	and	needed	a	strong	central	government.	2The	new	Constitution	aims	to	solve	this	problem.	3If	successful,	it	will	benefit	many	generations	with	liberty	and	prosperity.	4But	if	not,	America	may	fail	and	future	generations	will	regret	it.	5Giving	up	power	can	be	difficult	because	it's	unlikely	to
get	back.	6Most	power	is	held	by	states	in	a	confederated	government	but	central	governments	hold	most	of	it	in	consolidated	ones	like	the	1787	Constitution.	7This	leads	to	state	governments	being	unable	to	function	as	republics.	8The	"necessary	and	proper"	clause	makes	the	central	government	uncontrollable.	9Although	the	Constitution	gives
some	power	to	states,	important	powers	are	delegated	to	the	central	government.	10There	is	no	practical	limit	to	national	taxes	because	it	depends	on	what	the	legislature	decides.	11Taxation	is	a	powerful	power	that	affects	other	powers	governments	can	have.	12Centralizing	an	army	in	peacetime	can	lead	to	liberty	destruction.	13Federal	courts	can
destroy	state	courts.	14Legislatures	have	broad	powers	with	few	limits	and	may	invalidate	any	restrictions.	15Power-hungry	individuals	will	keep	growing	the	central	government	until	it	absorbs	all	state	authority.	16Everyone	wants	a	free	government	controlled	by	fair	representation	of	people.	17In	large	countries,	representatives	won't	truly	know
people's	minds.	18Diverse	interests	in	large	republics	will	constantly	disagree	with	each	other.	19Standing	armies	in	peacetime	are	a	threat	to	liberty.	20A	free	republic	doesn't	need	standing	armies	to	enforce	laws.	21These	problems	make	it	hard	for	people	to	enjoy	true	freedom.	The	legislative	body	is	unable	to	ensure	that	its	laws	truly	reflect	the
will	of	the	people.	With	a	large	legislature,	representation	becomes	diluted,	making	it	difficult	for	citizens'	voices	to	be	heard	effectively.	Elected	officials	in	such	a	system	can	quickly	become	detached	from	their	constituents	and	exploit	their	positions	for	personal	gain,	succumbing	to	corruption	and	abuse	of	power.	Furthermore,	high-profile	offices
within	this	framework	will	inevitably	draw	in	unscrupulous	individuals	who	crave	authority	and	are	prone	to	misuse	it.
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