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Philadelphia Freeman’s Journal, 20 February 1788 (excerpt)
. . . The President-general, who is to be our king after this government is established, is vested

with powers exceeding those of the most despotic monarch we know of in modern times. What
a handsome return have these men made to the people of America for their confidence! Through
the misconduct of these bold conspirators we have lost the most glorious opportunity that any
country ever had to establish a free system of government. America under one purely democrat-
ical, would be rendered the happiest and most powerful nation in the universe; but under the
proposed one, composed of an elective king and a standing army, officered by his sycophants, the
starvelings of the Cincinnati, and an aristocratical Congress of the well-born, an iota of happiness,
freedom or national strength cannot exist. What a pitiful figure will these ungrateful men make
in history; who, for the hopes of obtaining some lucrative employment, or of receiving a little
more homage from the rest of their fellow creatures, framed a system of oppression that must
involve in its consequences the misery of their own offspring? There is but one rational way
remaining to prevent themselves from being eye witnesses of a dreadful scene, and that is for
them to cease immediately every operation that respects the establishing of this plan of govern-
ment; and then all parties will join heartily in calling another federal convention, and the peace
of the country will be preserved.

One of the members of the virtuous minority of the convention of Massachusetts openly
declared in that assembly, that pushing on this accursed system would produce a civil war:1 the
freemen of New-England, the best soldiers on the continent, have had their eyes opened, and
begin to see through the conspiracy; that sacred palladium of liberty, the freedom of the press,
has dispelled the cloud, and cleared their understandings. In that state, through the influence of
the tyrants of Boston, very little information has reached the people;2 the press, generally speaking,
was devoted to the well-born and their tools; yet out of near 400 members, of which that con-
vention consisted, only a majority of 19 could be procured, notwithstanding every possible
method of overawing, threatening and bribing was practised.

I conceive that carrying it by so small a majority, is little better than a rejection; in fact it
may prove worse, for the breach is only widened so much the more by it, and truly it was wide
enough before. The freemen of Massachusetts will never cowardly surrender their sacred rights
and liberties into the hands of one man, or any body of men whatever. They know what freedom
is, and they will support it at the risque of their lives and fortunes. Their courage, fortitude, and
atchievments in the late war have rendered their character, as friends to liberty, immortal.
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The amendments proposed by the president will be another source of mischief; the people
cannot be so ignorant as to be deceived by so pitiful a manœuvre. Here is a positive acknowl-
edgement made by one of its advocates, who hopes to be appointed the little king if not the big
one, that it is objectionable; and his amendments are introduced as a blind; the weighty ones are
untouched: not a whimper of the extraordinary powers of the President-general, the standing
army, the liberty of the press, &c.3 No, no! if these glorious parts be lopped off, what would
become of the monarchy-men? And respecting internal taxation, is not his amendment a disgrace
to himself, and an insult to the understanding of the people? Mr. Hancock knows, or ought to
know at least, that the liberties of the citizens of America are not to be trifled with: his schemes
are too flimsey not to be seen through.

The allegiance of freemen to government will ever be a consequence of protection; the
Congress of America withdrew their allegiance from the king of Great-Britain when he changed
his protection into acts of cruelty; and on the same account the citizens of these United States
will not chearfully bear allegiance to the new government; which, instead of protecting them in
their sacred rights and privileges, will be a system of tyranny and oppression. The unlimited
powers of the new Congress in respect to taxation, are abundantly sufficient to alarm the people.
While the state assemblies retained the right of internal taxation, the country farmers could not
be burdened beyond their abilities; these men being the true representatives of the people, would
never attempt to levy an oppressive tax; their own feelings and interests being congenial with
those of their constituents, their consent must be withheld when a measure was proposed sub-
versive of public good.

That the new Congress will not be the immediate representatives of the people, that their
number is too small, their powers too great, their accountability to the people not properly
secured, and above all the executive dangerously placed in the hands of one man, who is really
a king, have been fully illustrated by many able writers, and ably proved in the conventions of
this state and Massachusetts by worthy patriots whose names will be revered as long as time shall
remain. Upon the whole, my fellow citizens, if the great characters, who are said to advocate this
system of government, wish to act consistently, the greatest proof they can give of their love for
their country, is to join the rest of their fellow citizens in endeavouring to call another federal
convention.

1. Perhaps a reference to a speech made by General Samuel Thompson of Topsham, Maine, one of the most
ardent Antifederalists in the Massachusetts Convention.

2. For example, Antifederalists charged that the “Dissent of the Minority of the Pennsylvania Convention” had
not been printed in Boston while the Massachusetts Convention was in session.

3. On 31 January Governor John Hancock, president of the Massachusetts Convention, who it was rumored
would be President or Vice President of the United States under the new Constitution, presented to the state
Convention an act of ratification that included nine recommendatory amendments. The amendments and Han-
cock’s speech were written by some of the Convention’s Federalist leaders who promised not to oppose Hancock’s
reelection in the upcoming gubernatorial election.
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