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Hon. RAWLINS LOWNDES declared himself almost willing to give up his post, finding he was
opposed by such a phalanx of able antagonists, any one of them possessing sufficient abilities
to contend with him; but as a number of respectable members, men of good sense, though not
in the habit of speaking in public, had requested that he would state his sentiments, for the
purpose of gaining information on such points as seemed to require it,--rather in compliance,
therefore; with their wishes, than any inclination on his party, he should make a few further
observations on the subject. Much had been said, from different parts of the house, against the
old Confederation--that it was such a futile, inefficient, impolitic government as to render us
the objects of ridicule and contempt in the eyes of other nations. He could not agree to this,
because there did not appear any evidence of the fact, and because the names of those
gentlemen who had signed the old Confederation were eminent for patriotism, virtue, and
wisdom,--as much so as any set of men that could be found in America,--and their prudence
and wisdom particularly appeared in the care which they had taken sacredly to guaranty the
sovereignty of each state. The treaty of peace expressly agreed to acknowledge us as free,
sovereign, and independent states, which privileges we lived at present in the exercise of. But
this new Constitution at once swept those privileges away being sovereign over all; so that this
state would dwindle into a mere skeleton of what it was; its legislative powers would be pared
down to little more than those now vested in the corporation; and he should value the honor of
a seat in the legislature in no higher estimation than a seat in the city council. Adverting to the
powers given to the President, he considered them as enormous, particularly in being allowed
to interfere in the election of members in the House of Representatives; astonishing that we
had not this reserved to us, when the senators were to be chosen from that body:--thinks it
might be so managed that the different legislatures should be limited to the passing a few laws
for regulating ferries and roads. The honorable gentleman went into an investigation of the
weight of our representation in the proposed government, which he thought would be merely
virtual, similar to what we were allowed in England, whilst under the British government. We
were then told that we were represented in Parliament; and this would, in the event, prove just
such another. The mode of choosing senators was exceedingly exceptionable. It had been the
practice formerly to choose the Senate or council for this state from that house, which practice
proved so inconvenient and oppressive, that, when we framed our present Constitution, great
care was taken to vest the power of electing the Senate originally with the people, as the best
plan for securing their rights and privileges. He wished to know in what manner it was proposed
to elect the five representatives. Was it to be done in this city? or would some districts return
one member, and others none at all?

Still greater difficulties would be found in the choice of a President, because he must have a
majority of ninety-one votes in his favor. For the first President there was one man to whom all
America looked up, (General Washington,) and for whom he most heartily would vote; but after
that gentleman's administration ceased, where could they point out another so highly
respected as to concentre a majority of ninety-one persons in his favor? and if no gentleman



should be fully returned, then the government must stand still. He went over much of the
ground which he had trod the preceding day, relative to the Eastern States having been so
guarded in what they had conceded to gain the regulation of our commerce, which threw into
their hands the carrying treacle, and, put it in their power to lay us under payment of whatever
freightage they thought proper to impose. It was their interest to do so, and no person could
doubt but they would promote it by every means in their power. He wished our delegates had
sufficiently attended to this point in the Convention--had been more. attentive to this object,
and taken care to have it expressed, in this Constitution, that all our ports were open to all
nations; instead of putting us in the power of a set of men who may fritter away the value of
our produce to a little or nothing, by compelling a payment of exorbitant freightage. Neither did
he believe it was in the power of the Eastern States to furnish a sufficient number of ships to
carry our produce. It was, indeed, a general way of talking, that the Eastern States had a great
number of seamen, a vast number of ships; but where were they? Why did they not come here
now, when ships are greatly wanted? He should always wish to give them a preference, and so,
no doubt, would many other gentlemen; and yet very few ships come here from the Eastern
States. Another exceptionable point was, that we were to give up the power of taxing
ourselves. During our connection with Great Britain, she left us the power of raising money in
any way most convenient: a certain sum was only required to defray the public wants, but no
mode of collecting it ever prescribed. In this new Constitution, every thing is transferred, not so
much power being left us as Lord North offered to guaranty to us in his conciliatory plan. Look
at the articles of union ratified between England and Scotland. How cautiously had the latter
taken care of her interest in reserving all the forms of law--her representation in Parliament--
the right of taxation the management of her revenue--and all her local and municipal interests!
Why take from us the right of paying our delegates, and pay them from the federal treasury?
He remembered formerly what a flame was raised in Massachusetts, on account of Great
Britain assuming the payment of salaries to judges and other state officers; and that this
conduct was considered as originating in a design to destroy the independence of their
government. Our local expenses had been nearly defrayed by our impost duty; but now that
this was given away, and thrown into a general fund, for the use of all the states
indiscriminately, we should be obliged to augment our taxes to carry on our local government,
notwithstanding we were to pay a poll tax for our negroes. Paper money, too, was another
article of restraint, and a popular point with many; but what evils had we ever experienced by
issuing a little paper money to relieve ourselves from any exigency that pressed us? We had
now a circulating medium which every body took. We used formerly to issue paper bills every
year, and recall them every five, with great convenience and advantage. Had not paper money
carried us triumphantly through the war, exricated us from difficulties generally supposed to be
insurmountable, and fully established us in our independence? and now every thing is so
changed that an entire stop must be put to any more paper emissions, however great our
distress may be. It was true, no article of the Constitution declared there should not be jury
trials in civil cases; yet this must be implied, because it stated that all crimes, except in cases of
impeachment, shall be tried by a jury. But even if trials by jury were allowed, could any person
rest satisfied with a mode of trial which prevents the parties from being obliged to bring a
cause for discussion before a jury of men chosen from the vicinage, in a manner conformable to
the present administration of justice, which had stood the test of time and experience, and ever



been highly approved of? Mr. Lowndes expatiated some time on the nature of compacts, the
sacred light in which they were held by all nations, and solemnly called on the house to
consider whether it would not be better to add strength to the old Confederation, instead of
hastily adopting another; asking whether a man could be looked on as wise, who, possessing a
magnificent building, upon discovering a flaw, instead of repairing the injury, should pull it
down, and build another. Indeed, he could not understand with what propriety the Convention.
proceeded to change the Confederation; for every person with whom he had conversed on this
subject concurred in opinion that the sole object of appointing a convention was to inquire
what alterations were necessary in the Confederation, in order that it might answer those
salutary purposes for which it was originally intended.

He recommended that another convention should be called; and as the general sense of
America appeared now to be known, every objection could be met on fair grounds, and
adequate remedies applied where necessary. This mode of proceeding would conciliate all
parties, because it was candid, and had a more obvious tendency to do away all inconveniences
than the adoption of a government which perhaps might require the bayonet to enforce it;for it
could not be expected that the people, who had disregarded the requisitions of Congress,
though expressed in language the most elegant and forcible that he ever remembered to have
read, would be more obedient to the government until an irresistible force compelled them to
be so. Mr. Lowndes concluded a long speech with a glowing eulogy on the old Confederation,
and challenged his opponents, whilst one state objected, to get over that section which said,
"The Articles of this Confederation shall be inviolably observed in every state, and the Union
shall be perpetual; nor shall any alteration at any time hereafter be made in them, unless such
alteration be agreed to in a Congress of the United States, and be afterwards confirmed by the
legislature of every state."
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