The States experiencing the difficaltics arifing
from numerous 1eprefentative aflemblies have in
feveral inftances diminifhed them ; the endlefs

. divifibility of power confequent on fuch numbers
- had fully fatisiied the peopie that the want of ref
ponlivility was the pernicious effect of a large
+ veprefentution sthey are thercfore reducing thofe
& unwicldy bodics as fuit as they can.—Peunfyl-
£ vamia be faid, appeared to be tar happier fince
the redu@ion of its aflembly.
_ A large fpliere of reprefenmaiion gave the peo-
+  ple a fairer opportunity to feledt the beft cha-
~ raéers; dhey could excrcifeiheir own judgments
.~ unbiailed and unintiuenced ; the troft was areat-
"~ er, which was conferved, and in proportion to
its magmitude would be the public foliciiude that
it fiould not be, improperly delegated—befides
‘which, it is, faid he, impofiible in a large fpnere
of veprefentation for candidates to practice thofe
Yittle arts, fo commonyat elections—nor can they
. go'raund and take every little demagogue of the
4 diftrice l% ihie hand to fecnre his vore. -
. As Ewropean exampleshad been recurred to,
e wouldmention one circamftance which con-,
" firmed the juftice of his renrarks, thofe parts ‘of
B Grear-Britain which are divided iuto 1he largeft
b dittricts, fend the finalleft number of reprefen-
= tatives, fuch as London and the county of York-
e thire, the latter tho cantaining more inhabitants
> than the ancient dominion, fends only two mem-
bers to parliament—and the membeis of thofe
diftricts, it is remarkable, have always been the
ftaunchelt friends of the liberties of the people.
In noticing the remarks of My Giles and My,
Findley he faid, thur the object of reprefentation
was different from that of giving informatidh to
their conftituents; legiflation was their great
bufinefi—and not making up weekly large pack-
ets to fend off to the influential characiers in the
diftricts which the members reprefented on the
floor of that houfe. The people it is true have a
right to be informed of public meafures, and it
is the'indifpenfable duty of government to make
- provifion for that purpofes; and this ought to be
‘ é’ done through the mediam of the Poft-Oilice—
~ this medium is the only competent one, as izd
~ will open the way for that general information
‘Wwhich is neceflary to the fecurity, and to the li-
es of the people. : ;
Vith refpect to fecurity from corrupiion by
ns of a numerous reprefentation, he flill re-
- tained his former opinion ; he did not anrici-
~ pate evils from that quaiter.
~ He obferved that in the warmth of debate he
had before expreffed himfelf with rather more
zeal, than he withed he had ; bat as he thought
an undue degree of cenfure had been the con-
- fequence, it was become neceflary in'fone mea-
fure to juflify himfelf, by citing fome examples
to few whar excefies a very numerous repreten.
4 tative body may be guilty of. He then related
“a fact which occurred in Virginia, the Legifla-
ture of which vn a certain time had acted in a
©  legiflative executive and judicial capacity on
the fame occafion—he alfo inftanced a more re-
cent fact in the feceffion from their duty, ofa
confiderable body ofthe reprefentatives of Penn-
e fylvania—thefe fa¢ts demonftrated that a nume-
rous reprefentative body was liable to a mob-
bifh fpirit.
% He next adverted particalarly to fome remarks
of Mr. Giles, and concluded by faying that if
the ratio is at this tine fixed at 30,000, it muft
3 hereafier be encreafed, in doing which, fome fe-
g rious difliculties may take place, efpecially in re-
fpect to thofe ftates whofe number of réprefenta-
tives muft in that cafe be reduced—he thought
it beft therefore to agree at thie prefent time on
‘alarger ratio,

e

Mr. Clark faid he did not rife to trouble the
g Houfe with a lengthy difconrfe, for he had al.
ways believed that long fpeeches anfwer no va-
; luable parpofe ; he meant ouly to offer a few re-
p marks on what had been faid in oppofition to his
3 former oblervations, and he hoped, that althouoh
the gentlemen contend for the ratio of 30,000?1:
the only bafis whereon to found the liberties of
the people, he fhiould nor be ftigmatized with
the name of an ariftocrar, for voting in favor of
1 a large ratio. Hitherro he had not borne - that
character, and he counld not fuppofe himfelf yet
infected; unlefs he had.caught thediforder fince
he became a member of the prefent Houfe. Much
had been faid about the influence of the bank
and that bank dire@ors were mem bers of the
~Houfe of Reprefentatives : the bank faid he is
o= public property, and therefore he could not fee
the force of the pentleman’s arguments refpecting
the dangerous influence of thar inftitution, un-
lefs it was, that he was difpleafed at the diftri.
bution of the fhares, fo much of the ftock being
held at New-York and 1o’ the eaftward ; and fo
little at Connogoecheque. In the fame predica
ment he viewed the other objections refpedting
the influence of fpeculators, for he did not know
~that any members of the Houfe were {peculators
neither could he fee any danger from bribery. :
In reply to Mr. Findley’s obfervation, that
more wifdom would be brought into the Houfe
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by increafing ihe ratio, he afked whether thiy
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would not alfo bring in more {olly ? forthe
bability is, that the ratio of both wifdom aud
fully will increafe with the increafe of nambers,
and likewife of hounefty and dithonefty : and.with
refpect to the fmalluefs of the diflrict, or that it
was fafer.for a finall number te fend a member
than a greater, he was of a different opinion, as
he believed, that if ever the pracitice of bribery
fhould cowe into play in America, it would be
eafier for a reprefentative to purchafea finall
difivict than a Jarge one : if ever the liberties
of the people are endangered, it wiil not be by
the finalluefs of the reprefentation but by the
corruption of electors and elections : This is the
door which Congrefs thould guaird in the ftrictelt
manuner, and that will fecure the people againil
corruption in the Houfe,

A genileman from Georgia has ubfervcd! that
the difpofition of a great many millions of dol-
lars has been in the hands of aquorum of this
Houfe, of whom it requives only 1710 form a ma-
jority ; on this Mr. Clark obferved thar ihe old
Congrefs which was compoled of a much fmaller
number, were entrufted with the difpofal of larger
fums, although there were fometimes o.nly two
members from the largelt * State, Virginia, and
no complaints were heard of their conduét.

Bat there is an argument which ought to have
weight in the prelent queflion.—The Senate,
although a much fmaller body than this Houle,

are fully competent to judge of our proceedings

and of the fafety of the country : indeed, faid
Mr. Clark, it appears very evident to me that
we are not in want of a larger number in the
Houfe of Reprefentatives 1o debateany queltion,
if it be confidered how much has already been
faid on the fubject now t:efore us.

Mr. Vining exprefled much furprife thar the
fubject, which to him appeared perfectly defina.
ble, fhould have occafioned the debate 10 travel
fo widely from the line marked out by the Con-
ftitution. The pendulum feems to vibrate be-
tween the numbers 81, 96, and 113 ; and fhoald
that pendulum reft on any one of them in pre-
ference tothe others, he could not fuppofe that
it would affect the liberties of America. Why,
therefore, all this extraneous argument about a
point of fo eafy decifion ! We are fent here to
adminifter the government ; the firlk principles
of which are already fixed, fo that neicher branch
can encroach on the other, The Senate, the
Houfe of Reprefentatives, the Prefident, have
each defined powers ; and whillt thofe remain,
I {fhall always believe the liberties of America
are invulnerable.

Underthis impreffion, Mr. Chairman, I thall
vote for {triking out 30,000, in order to accom-
modate the queltion to a medium. Buat [ fhall
do this on different principles from fome orher
gentlemen ; notwithftanding I at the fame time
confefs that the ratification of the firft amend-
ment to the Conftitution ought to govern us in
deciding this queltion. The {pirit of the amend-
ment appears vo me clearly to imply, that we
fhould not fuffer the number of Reprefentatives
to exceed ome for 30,000. I am here not as a
perfonr who fhall exercife difcretionary opinions,
but judge by the lgtter of the Conftitution : and
in this cale we may increafle the number, but we
cannot make it lefs after the enameration. In
the mean time, until that enumeration is com
plete, the reprefentation remains as it has been
hitherto, which I believe may be about one mem-
berto every 40 or 41 thoufand.

If we go upon theory only, [ would enlarge
the reprefentation to its greateft exrent, and hand
down the principle to foturity in letters of gold,
that a very great re;*fenta[ion—that democra-
cy is thevery beft government that can pofiibly
be devifed, provided ir were practicable to give
it ftability. Nextto a government as fiee as the-
ory could extend, we have the freeft in the world ;
a government of reprefentation, which will in-
creafe with rbe populatiom of the country, and
the ten new States will always preferve an equi-
librinm ; buotif you increafe it to an exireme,
you may render it tumultuous, although it may
be fafe.

Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been faid of
the neceffity of planting ftrong guards againft
the invafions of influential characiers. Sir, 1
fear no corruption ; neither can feethe ground
on which it can make an entry into thefe walls.
In the Britith Parliament I will admit thar cor-
ruption has planted her flandard ; bur that is
the natural confequence of a very large repre-
fentation, and a conftitution widely different
trom ours ; and yet in that body, how many pa-
triots have we not kinown ro hoid forth the fan-
guage of freedoin, as loud and warm as ig any
part of the earth '—Bur to what end would cor-
f'u})ti?n be attempred in this government, which
is in ltfe]f perfecily rotatory ? The Prefident
is eleé‘tnye every fouryears ; the Senate by in-
terlocations from two to fix years ; ‘and the
Houfe of Reprefentatives every two years. Then
fure]y, fir, there is no need of guards tq prevent
the ln.croach_menrs of corruption ; and the argu-
ment is not in the']eaft applicable to the prefent
fyflem of our affairs. The difference between
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'}n'nc% Cx')vr_:gf'e(l; have a conearrent ]cgiﬂation ir
teh atiairs as are pioper. Elediipn forms 1
ther barrier in favor ofthe liberties of 1 -
ple ; for whilth elections are kept pure aude o
there is double fecurity, : Rete,

Calculations have been exhibired by fe
gentlemen ; and | have likewife made
though not fo old or experienced in cal
as fome. But I find thar all thofe vibr
the ratios of 30 and 40 thoufand ;
tended thar.[he pec}ﬂe will l};- betrer reprefene.
ed by adopting the finall ratio, which prodce
th_e largell reprefentation. But, fir, how mans
af the people are there who are notreprefented?
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Is the flave !  The infant requinesnothiug More
than nourithmens from nature, By “""hl)plyincer
calculations, you may narrow.down the govcn:
ment fo mach as to eandanger 'ns«liﬂ'u]u[iou : but
if kept in a due medium, you enfyje fnlfet
The prefent is a larger reprefentation th e
ther France or Eugland boafts. . | wilh, My
Chairman, to fappore the ftare Zovernments ‘bu:.
I alfo with to fupport the federal gnvcrnmeh't.

I cannot, however, fee the propriety of com-
paring this to the government of Great- Britain
althongh thar is called a government of l’eprc:
fentation, confilting of two Houfes of Parlia.
wment, one of which is eleciive'; the Jords are
hereditary, and the king can do n
it has hitherto been, I believe, the nexe beft oo,
vernment, after ourown, inthe world. And;a
we know with how much reluciance Ireland ob.
(a‘ined a p'.n‘[.ici'pali()n of the trade and commerce
of Gre'f\t»Brmun.: ai'rl_mugh a2 Froop bellowed
forth wit l.x the voice of liberty like a Demoﬁhcncs,
ftill nothing could induce the Bricifiy miniftry to
give way, until the volunteers effecied ¥ Anud
have we net the voluntegrs, fir, in this countr
to protect our righis ? Yes, fir : the Alnveri'éax;
volunteers are perfedtly competenttothisfervice,

To return to caleulation of the ratio of repre-
fentation. Adiniuing the flate of South-Caroli-
na to recurn 200,000 inhabitants, then the ratio
of one to 34,000 will produce: rco members ; if
the ratio of 30,000 be'adopired, there will be an
increafe of 13 members, and aftérwards the ra.
tio will be one to every 40,000, nntil the Houfe
thall confi®t of 200 members, after which there
{hall nar be lefs than 200 Rep:'c!‘enmrives, nor
more than one fpr every 50,000 iunhabitants,
This, fir, is the fpirit of the amendment already
adopted by nine ftates ; and fhall we nor exercife
the diferetionary power delegaied to us, by giv-
ing celerity ro the meafure %y a bill ? I’ag:'ec
with the gentleman from® Pennfylvania, thata
triflng expence is no object compared to the fe-
curity of the people ; but I am forry to hearany
thing of locality or the paflions of the people in-
troduced, for the voice of the people ; forif lo-
cality and pallion were to govern this Houfe, in-
ftead of vox populi we thould foon have occafion
to tern it by another name, the vox dizhol;,

I am under no apprehenfions from the ftock-
holders of the bank, or the fpeculators in the
funds ; for itis their intereft to have a wife and
good reprefentation. The people who are em-
ployed in the more fimple path of agriculture,
removed at a great diftance, are not more jnter.
elted in the fecurity of the governident than the
more informed ftockholder. Asan example of
the difcernthent of the great commercial people
of Loundon and Briftol, I need only mentiontheir
choice of'a Fox and a Barke, for until a lare day
Mr. Burke was the champion of the people and
the friend of liberty.

If our Senate thould take any unwarrantable
ftride towards ariftocracy, have we not the pow-
er to check them ? No Prefident can very well
attempt it at any time hereafter ; and we aie
perfectly fecure in the prefent time from all fuf-
picion of corruption,

The ftate wliich I reprefent contains 59,000
inhabitants, and yet I fhall feel myfelf ading in
the line of my duty by voting for a ratio 0f34,000,
as coming nearefl to the fpiric of the amend-
ment. A due proportiou of firmnefs I think ne-
ceffary in the government, and we thall weaken
it by any change which is not for the better.
I thrink from nothing, fir, but a breach of my
duty, dnd it is not the public voice, fo much as
the public gnod, that ought to be confidered.

In rveply to the analogy introduced by the gen-
tleman from Pennfylvania, of a road, | will beg
leave to mention another. Suppofe a pillar was
to be raifed which could be eafily effected by 100
men, and that two or three hundred were em-
ployed, would not this, in the language of the
venerable Franklin, be paying dear for the whif-
tle ? But this is a fubjec which I fhould be for-
ry to view with a ludicrous face ; it isa queftion
of liberty, whereiu the {tate governments have
an equal fhare of fecarity : and lecthe pendulum
of the ratio light either below or above 97, or
113, there is equal fafety ; and all that has been
faiQ goes to prove that as the population il_lcre'«?f-
es, we ought to increafe the reprefentation i,
that ratio, and at prefent I think the nuuwber
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owrong ; and

34,000 will meet the fenfe of America.




