
WHY DON’T WE LISTEN TO GEORGE WASHINGTON AND JAMES MADISON AND
PULL THE CONSTITUTION OUT OF THE FIRE BEFORE IT’S TOO LATE ?

JOHN W. BUGLER

WE AMERICANS FIND OURSELVES FACED WITH THE DISQUIETING SPECTER OF
A FIVE TRILLION DOLLAR NATIONAL DEBT, A SUM TRULY INCONCEIVABLE.
MANY ECONOMISTS AND POLITICIANS TELL US THIS DEBT PORTENDS A
DISASTROUS FINANCIAL COLLAPSE IN THE FUTURE AND WE WORRY. ONCE
DEBT FREE, WE ARE NOW THE LARGEST DEBTOR NATION IN THE WORLD AND
AS WE FIND OURSELVES ON THE PRECIPICE WE ARE CONFOUNDED AS TO HOW
WE GOT THERE. FOR ANSWERS, HOWEVER, WE NEED LOOK NO FURTHER THAN
THE FAREWELL ADDRESS OF OUR FIRST PRESIDENT, GEORGE WASHINGTON,
WHO, IN REFERENCE TO OUR CONSTITUTION, WARNED, "LET THERE BE NO
CHANGE [IN THE CONSTITUTION] BY USURPATION. FOR THOUGH THIS, IN
ONE INSTANCE MAY BE THE INSTRUMENT OF GOOD, IT IS THE CUSTOMARY
WEAPON BY WHICH FREE GOVERNMENTS ARE DESTROYED." CHANGE IN THE
CONSTITUTION BY USURPATION? WHEN DID THAT HAPPEN? IT HAPPENED IN
1937.

FEW AMERICANS REALIZE THAT UP UNTIL 1937 THE CONGRESS OF THE
UNITED STATES CONDUCTED ITS BUSINESS WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF
SEVENTEEN ENUMERATED POWERS GRANTED UNDER ARTICLE I SECTION VIII
OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION. [APPX.l] THESE POWERS DEFINED
CLEARLY THE AREAS OF NATIONAL PURPOSES OVER WHICH CONGRESS COULD
ENACT LEGISLATION INCLUDING THE ALLOCATION OF FUNDS AND LEVYING OF
TAXES. ANYTHING NOT SET DOWN IN THE ENUMERATED POWERS WAS
CONSIDERED OUTSIDE THE PURVIEW OF THE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT AND
HENCE, A MATTER FOR THE STATES.

THERE WERE OCCASIONAL CHALLENGES TO THE CONCEPT BUT IT WAS NOT
UNTIL FRANKLIN ROOSEVELT'S NEW DEAL THAT IT WAS ATTACKED IN DEADLY
EARNESTNESS.

ILL WINDS PREVAILED AGAINST THE CONSTITUTION IN THE 1930's. THE
COUNTRY WAS IN THE DEPRESSION AND FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT ASKED FOR
EXTRAORDINARY "POWERS SIMILAR TO THOSE NECESSARY IN TIME OF WAR,"
TO MEET THE EMERGENCY. POORLY CRAFTED LEGISLATION, SOME OF IT NOT
PRINTED IN TIME FOR FLOOR VOTE WERE RAMMED THROUGH A DOCILE AND
COMPLIANT 73rd CONGRESS. EVERYTHING HE ASKED FOR WAS GIVEN, WITH
LITTLE OR NO DEBATE.

THE FIRST OF THE NEW DEAL STATUTES TO REACH THE SUPREME COURT FOR
REVIEW, ARRIVED IN JANUARY 1935. IN THE SIXTEEN MONTHS FOLLOWING,
THE COURT DECIDED TEN MAJOR CASES OR GROUPS OF CASES INVOLVING NEW
DEAL STATUTES. IN EIGHT INSTANCES OUT OF TEN THE DECISIONS WENT
IN FAVOR OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION AND AGAINST THE NEW
DEAL. EIGHT OF THE TEN PIECES OF "MUST LEGISLATION" WERE FOUND
TO BE UNCONSTITUTIONAL.

THE PRESIDENT REACTED AS ONE WOULD AFTER HAVING RECEIVED A KICK IN
A SENSITIVE AREA. HE WENT TO THE AMERICAN PEOPLE WITH A FIRESIDE
CHAT AND STATED "WE HAVE THEREFORE, REACHED THE POINT AS A NATION
WHERE WE MUST TAKE ACTION TO SAVE THE CONSTITUTION FROM THE COURT
AND THE COURT FROM ITSELF." (MARCH 9,1937) [II [P.754] THE
PRESIDENT DECLARED WAR ON THE SUPREME COURT.

TO APPRECIATE THE DEPTH OF FDR'S RESOLVE IN SUCH ISSUES, ONE
NEED ONLY READ HIS CORRESPONDENCE TO REPRESENTATIVE SNYDER OF
PENNSYLVANIA ASKING CONGRESS TO PASS THE NATIONAL BITUMINOUS COAL
CONSERVATION ACT REGARDLESS OF ANY DOUBTS, "HOWEVER REASONABLE,"
THAT IT MIGHT HAVE ABOUT THE BILL'S CONSTITUTIONALITY.  IT APPEARED
IN THIS CASE AT LEAST, THE PRESIDENT WAS URGING CONGRESS TO
DISREGARD THE CONSTITUTION. [2]  [P.738]
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"IN NOVEMBER 1936 THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY WON AN OVERWHELMING VICTORY
AT THE POLLS. THE ELECTION CONFIRMED THE ROOSEVELT ADMINISTRATION
IN POWER AND INSPIRED THE PRESIDENT TO ATTEMPT A REORGANIZATION OF
THE JUDICIARY IN ORDER TO WIN CONTROL OF THAT LAST REMAINING
OUTPOST OF CONSERVATIVE CONSTITUTIONALISM, THE UNITED STATES
SUPREME COURT." [2] [P.749]

CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORIANS REFER TO WHAT HAPPENED NEXT AS THE
"REVOLUTION OF 1937." THE PRESIDENT PROPOSED THAT FOR EACH
SITTING JUSTICE OVER THE AGE OF SEVENTY THERE BE APPOINTED ONE NEW
JUSTICE TO "HELP THEM WITH THEIR CASE LOAD." IN REALITY FDR
WANTED TO PACK THE COURT WITH SIX ADDITIONAL JUSTICES WILLING TO
DECLARE ALL OF HIS "MUST LEGISLATION" CONSTITUTIONAL.

CHIEF JUSTICE HUGHES WAS TRAUMATIZED. HE LOOKED FOR A WAY TO
DISENGAGE THE PRESIDENTS PLAN WHICH APPEARED ALMOST CERTAIN TO
PASS BOTH HOUSES AND BE SIGNED INTO LAW. WHAT TO DO? WHAT WAS
ABOUT TO HAPPEN WOULD ULTIMATELY LEAD OUR COUNTRY TO THE CLEAR AND
PRESENT DANGER OF ECONOMIC INSOLVENCY.

ONE OBSERVER NOTED "HUGHES WAS PROFOUNDLY CONVINCED THAT WHAT WAS
AT STAKE IN THE CRISES PRECIPITATED BY THE [PRESIDENTS] COURT PLAN
WAS NOTHING LESS THAN THE FATE OF THE SUPREME COURT'S HISTORIC
ROLE AS GUARDIAN OF THE CONSTITUTION." HE WENT ON TO STATE THAT
WHAT HAPPENED NEXT WAS A "DECISION TO RETREAT IN THE IMMEDIATE
SKIRMISH IN ORDER TO INSURE VICTORY IN THE LARGER, STRUGGLE FOR
JUDICIAL SUPREMACY." [3] CP.111)

THE SUPREME COURT AT THE TIME CONSISTED OF FOUR CONSERVATIVES,
THREE LIBERALS, ONE MODERATE, AND ONE SWING. THE LIBERALS WERE;
STONE, CARDOZO AND BRANDEIS. THE CONSERVATIVES WERE; McREYNOLDS,
SUTHERLAND, BUTLER AND VAN DEVENTER. THE MODERATE WAS HUGHES.
THE SWING WAS ROBERTS.

HUGHES PREVAILED ON ROBERTS TO DESERT THE CONSERVATIVE CAMP, SWING
OVER WITH HIM AND JOIN THE THREE LIBERALS IN DECLARING THE
SOCIAL SECURITY CASES [STEWARD MACHINE CO. V. DAVIS (301 US 548,
MAY 24, 1937)] CONSTITUTIONAL.[4] [P.56]  THIS ROBERTS DID, AND BY
SO DOING, TOOK THE WIND FROM THE SAILS OF THE PRESIDENT'S COURT
PACKING PLAN. IT WENT BACK TO COMMITTEE AND DIED. ONE
ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL CALLED THE COURT'S ACTION, “THE SWITCH IN
TIME THAT SAVED NINE.'

THIS DECISION SAID IN EFFECT, CONGRESS WOULD NO LONGER BE HELD TO
ENUMERATED POWERS BUT INSTEAD COULD TAX AND SPEND FOR ANYTHING; SO
LONG AS IT WAS FOR "GENERAL WELFARE."

BUT THE WORDS "GENERAL WELFARE" IN THE INTRODUCTION TO THE
ENUMERATED POWERS OF ARTICLE I SECTION VIII WERE NEVER INTENDED TO
BE AN OBJECT FOR EXTENSION OF THE POWER TO TAX AND SPEND; AND UP
UNTIL THE CASES NOTED ABOVE, NO COURT EVER SO AVERRED.[APPX.l]

THE SUPREME COURT SURRENDERED TO THE NEW DEAL ON THE MOST
FUNDAMENTAL OF CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUES. "IT IS SCARCELY CONCEIVABLE
THAT CHIEF JUSTICE HUGHES AND-JUSTICE ROBERTS... WERE UNAWARE OF
THE POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THEIR MOVE. THE PRESIDENT HAD LOST A
BATTLE BUT WON A WAR. IN A  REMARKABLE SERIES OF DECISIONS . ..THE
COURT EXECUTED THE MOST ABRUPT CHANGE OF FACE IN ITS ENTIRE
HISTORY..."-[2] [P.753-754]

JUSTICE ROBERTS, WRITING IN 1951, SAID IN EFFECT:

“WE VOTED AGAINST THE CONSTITUTION TO SAVE THE COURT”
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HIS EXACT WORDS WERE:
“LOOKING BACK IT IS DIFFICULT To  SEE HOW THE COURT COULD
HAVE RESISTED THE POPULAR URGE.,.AN INSISTENCE BY THE COURT
ON HOLDING FEDERAL POWER To WHAT SEEMED ITS APPROPRIATE ORBIT
WHEN THE CONSTITUTION WAS ADOPTED MIGHT HAVE  RESULTED IN EVEN MORE RADICAL
CHANGES To OUR  DUAL STRUCTURE THAN THOSE WHICH HAVE GRADUALLY
ACCOMPLISHED THROUGH THE EXTENSION OF LIMITED JURISDICTION CONFERRED ON THE
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.” [3] [p.I13]

HIS STATEMENT "LIMITED JURISDICTION"- "CONFERRED ON THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT" IS UNDERSTANDABLE ONLY WHEN ONE CONSIDERS THAT VERY
FEW "EXTENSIONS" OF "LIMITED JURIBDICTION"  HAD BEEN EXECUTED BY
CONGRESS FROM THE TIME OF THE GREAT RETREAT DECISIONS,[1937]  UP TO
THE YEAR 1951. (THE YEAR ROBERTS BOOK WAS PUBLISHED)

NOTHING MUCH HAPPENED IMMEDIATELY AFTER THESE DECISIONS BECAUSE OF
WW II; THEN POST WAR RECONSTRUCTION WITH A STRONG CONSERVATIVE
REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP UNDER BOB TAFT AND A COALITION OF
CONSERVATIVE DEMOCRATS; THEN KOREA; THEN THE EISENHOWER YEARS;
THEN KENNEDY [WHO BASICALLY WAS A FISCAL CONSERVATIVE]; THEN
DALLAS; THEN LYNDON B. JOHNSON AND THE GREAT SOCIETY, [1965]  THE
ARRIVAL OF WHICH SIGNALED THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE FULL
IMPLEMENTATION OF "STEWART MACHINE CO.v.DAVIS"--1937.

UP UNTIL THIS TIME THE AMERICAN PEOPLES DEMANDS ON GOVERNMENT WERE
MODEST AND FOR THE MOST PART THE GOVERNMENT LIVED WITHIN ITS
MEANS. BUT LBJ AND HIS COHORTS, BOTH DEMOCRAT AND MODERATE
REPUBLICAN, SAID IN EFFECT, "DAMN THE ENUMERATED POWERS, FULL
SPEED AHEAD." SOMETHING FOR EVERYONE-SPEND NOW-PAY LATER.

AS TIME WENT ON ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES IN WASHINGTON FOUND IT
VIRTUALLY IMPOSSIBLE TO SAY NO TO CONSTITUENT DEMANDS. MANY OF
THE DEMANDS WERE FOR GOOD THINGS. [IT SEEMED---SOMEONE ELBE WOULD
PAY THE BILL] MOST IF NOT ALL OF THESE THINGS ARE BEST LEFT TO
THE STATES, REGIONAL AUTHORITIES, VOLUNTARY AGENCIES AND, YES
FAMILIES. [IN TERMS OF SHEER ECONOMIC EFFICIENCY, NOTHING IN ALL
OF HISTORY EVER EQUALLED THE FAMILY . WHATEVER HAPPENED TO THEM?

FIFTY LEGISLATIVE DEBATES ON THE MERITS AND USES OF TAXPAYERS
DOLLARS FOR LOCAL PURPOSES IS VERY HEALTHY. OUR FOUNDING FATHERS
BELIEVED IN THE IDEA AND WE PRACTICED IT, ALMOST PERFECTLY UNTIL
1965. THIS GAVE GREAT POWER AND STRENGTH TO OUR COUNTRY. THE
PEOPLE WERE LEFT WITH MORE THAN 80% OF THEIR WAGES, WHEREAS TODAY
THEY ARE LEFT WITH LESS THAN 50% AND MANY OF US FIND OURSELVES
REDUCED TO ASKING THE GENERAL GOVERNMENT FOR THIS OR THAT. GIVE
ME, GIVE ME, GIVE ME. 

LOOK AT THE NATIONAL DEBT. APPROACHING FIVE TRILLION DOLLARS.
HOW DID THIS HAPPEN? A "GENERAL WELFARE CONGRESS" [SESSION AFTER
SESSION] MADE THIS HAPPEN. WITH NO LIMITS ON THEIR TAXING AND
SPENDING POWER, THEY BECAME LIKE CHILDREN IN A CANDY STORE.

STUDY THE NATIONAL DEBT AND MANDATORY PROGRAM CURVES; THEY RISE
EXPONENTIALLY AFTER THE FULL IMPLEMENTATION OF THE GREAT SOCIETY
[APPX.2]. BOTH NATIONAL PARTfES  HAVE TO SHARE BLAME FOR THIS
ENORMOUS CATASTROPHE BEFALLING OUR COUNTRY AND ITS POSTERITY.

IT'S REALLY A CATCH 22. YOU WANT TO SERVE YOUR COUNTRY. TO SERVE
YOUR COUNTRY YOU MUST BE IN POWER [IN CONGRESS]. TO BE IN POWER
YOU MUST BE RE-ELECTED. TO BE RE-ELECTED YOU MUST OUT PROMISE YOUR
OPPONENT. TO OUT PROMISE YOUR OPPONENT YOU MUST PROMISE TO SPEND
FOR THE "GENERAL WELFARE." AND IT GOES ON AND ON AND ON, FOREVER,
UNTIL ONE OF THREE THINGS HAPPEN.
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I. WE ADOPT GOOD MORAL SENSE AND COURAGE AND SAY NO TO THE
INORDINATE DEMANDS OF OUR CONSTITUENTS AND THE SPECIAL
INTEREST GROUPS.

THIS WILL NEVER HAPPEN. CONGRESS PREFERS To POSSESS THE POWER To BUY THE
ALLEGIANCE OF THElR CONSTITUENTS BY PROVlDlNG  FOR THEIR “GENERAL WELFARE.” IT
IS A PAYOFF FROM ORGANlZED GOVERNMENT AND “WE THE PEOPLE” HAVE BEEN LED To
BELIEVE SOMEONE ELSE WILL PAY FOR IT DOWN THE LINE. I.E. OUR CHILDREN.

LOOK AT  THE BEHAVIOR OF THE “NEW CONGRESS”. THE FARM DISTRICT
REPRESENTATNES WON'T GIVE BACK ON SUBSIDIES. THE INNER CITY REPRESENTATNES
WON’T GIVE BACK ON AID To TEENAGE MOTHERS. THE DEFENSE INDUSTRY
REPRESENTATNES WON’T GIVE BACK ON DEFENSE SPENDING. THE COTTON AND TOBACCO
REPRESENTATNES WON’T GIVE BACK ON THEIR SUBSIDIES. GOOD AMERICANS ALL. SOME
ARE SIGNERS OF THE CONTRACT FOR AMERICA. BUT THEY WON'T GIVE BACK A DIME.
THEY LOVE THE POWER.

WE NEED A CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT CLEARLY DEFINING JUST  WHAT THEY
CAN TAX AND SPEND FOR. [GOVERNMENTS CONTROL PEOPLE--CONSTITUTIONS CONTROL
GOVERNMENTS] AND IF WE THE PEOPLE WANT THEM To KEEP ALL THE POWER THEY NOW
HAVE, THEN SO BE IT. WE CAN JOIN TOGETHER, SINGING, “WE DON’T HAVE To LIVE IN THE
FUTURE, OUR CHILDREN DO. WE WANT OURS  AND WE WANT IT NOW. 

II. OUR NATION SUFFER AN ECONOMIC COLLAPSE AND/OR A TOTAL LOSS
OF FREEDOM DUE TO EXCESSIVE TAXATION AND NATIONAL DEBT.

THIS IS WHY THE BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT IS A DANGER. CONGRESS WILL
BALANCE THE BUDGET ON THE BACKS OF THE AMERICAN WORKERS AND ENTREPRENEURS.
CONGRESS WILL NOT RESIST UNLIMITED SPENDING POWER. WHY? BECAUSE IT FEELS TOO
GOOD AND THEY ARE SPENDING OTHER PEOPLES MONEY. YOUR MONEY AND MY MONEY.
IT’S PAINLESS WHEN IT’S NOT YOUR MONEY. AND THE NATION AS WE KNOW IT TODAY,
WILL CONTINUE THE ONGOING SURRENDER OF INDNIDVAL AND ECONOMIC LIBERTY To A
FORM OF GOVERNMENT THAT CAN BEST BE DESCRIBED AS LEGISLATIVE DESPOTISM.

III.

1.

2.

3.

OUR NEWLY ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES PROPOSE A CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT TO THE SEVERAL STATES FOR THEIR CONSIDERATION,
WHICH SHALL STATE THAT:

THE PHRASE "THE COMMON DEFENSE AND THE GENERAL WELFARE" IN
ARTICLE I SECTION VIII OF THE U.S. CONSTITUTION ARE NOT
GRANTS OF POWER BUT MERELY INTRODUCTIONS TO THE ENUMERATED
POWERS CONCERNING THE COMMON DEFENSE AND THE GENERAL WELFARE.

THAT ALL POWERS SEIZED AND ACCRUED TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
SINCE THE "REVOLUTION OF 1937" BE SUBMITTED TO THE SEVERAL
STATES AS PART OF THIS AMENDMENT AND THEY AS A WHOLE SHALL
VOTE UP AND DOWN AS TO WHETHER OR NOT THESE SEIZED POWERS
SHOULD BE RETURNED TO THEIR RIGHTFUL OWNERS, I.E. THE STATES
OR THE PEOPLE, OR BE ADDED TO THE ENUMERATIONS PRESENTLY
EXTANT IN ARTICLE I SECTION VIII OF THE U.S. CONSTITUTION.

AND THAT ALL FUTURE ADDITIONS TO THOSE ENUMERATED POWERS FOR
TAXING AND SPENDING FOUND IN ARTICLE I SECTION VIII OF THE
U.S. CONSTITUTION BE DONE AS THE FOUNDING FATHERS PROVIDED,
BY AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION.

IN HIS FAREWELL ADDRESS ,  GEORGE WASHINGTON SPEAKING ON OUR DUAL
FEDERAL SYSTEM STATED: “THE SPIRIT OF ENCROACHMENT TENDS TO CONSOLIDATE
THE POWERS...IN ONE, AND THUS TO CREATE?, . . . A REAL DESPOTISM. * HE WENT ON To
WARN:
“LET THERE BE NO CHANGE IN THE CONSTITUTION BY USURPATION;
FOR THOUGH THIS, IN ONE INSTANCE, MAY BE THE INSTRUMENT OF GOOD, IT
IS THE CUSTOMARY WEAPON BY WHICH FREE GOVERNMENTS ARE DESTROYED”
[5]  [P.  2241

“CUSTOMARY WEAPON” READ “STEWART MACHINE CO. V DAVIS” (301 US 548) 1937.
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PRESENTLY OUR SHIP OF STATE IS AGROUND ON THE SHOALS OF UNCERTAIN
CENTRALISM. AT THIS VERY MOMENT A GREAT STORM -AND HIGH TIDE OF
OPTIMISM HAVE BEGUN TO SHAKE HER FREE; BUT ANY FREEDOM WILL BE
SHORT LIVED WITHOUT AN AMENDMENT ENUNCIATING CLEARLY WHAT THE
FOUNDING FATHERS INTENDED; THAT THE GENERAL WELFARE CLAUSE IN
ARTICLE I SECTION VIII IS AN INTRODUCTION TO THE ENUMERATED
POWERS THAT FOLLOW AND NOT ITSELF A GRANT OF POWER.

CLOSING

THE LIMITS ON FEDERAL POWER TO LEGISLATE FOR THE "GENERAL WELFARE"
REMAINS, TO THIS DATE, UNDEFINED AND PRESUMABLY, BOUNDLESS

THE QUESTION THAT BEGS AN ANSWER IS, "IF THE FRAMERS OF OUR
CONSTITUTION, WHO LABORED SO RESOLUTELY IN PHILADELPHIA THAT
TORRIDLY HOT SUMMER IN 1787 INTENDED THE POWERS OF CONGRESS TO
HAVE NO BOUNDARIES, WHY DID THEY BOTHER TO ENUMERATE SEVENTEEN?"

JAMES MADISON, WHEN ASKED IF THE "GENERAL WELFARE" CLAUSE WAS A
GRANT OF POWER, REPLIED IN 1792, IN A LETTER TO HENRY LEE,

“IF NOT ONLY THE MEANS BUT THE OBJECTS

ARE UNLIMITED, THE PARCHMENT [THE CONSTITUTION]

SHOULD BE THROWN INTO THE FIRE AT ONCE". ’ [6] [P.257]
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DEDICATION

THIS EFFORT IS DEDICATED TO THE MEMORY OF MY FATHER AND MOTHER AND TO
THE SOLDIERS, 
FOR THIS COUNTRY'S

AIRMEN AND WOMEN WHO GAVE THEIR LIVES
SURVIVAL  TO OUR POSTERITY.

JOHN W. BUGLER-CONSTITUTIONAL AWARENESS-20 MINA ROAD-OAKDALE NY 11769
516 589 7017
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SECTION  8. The Congress shall have Power To lay and collect
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide
for the common Defence and General Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts  and Excises shall be uniform

throughout the United States;

To borrow money on the credit of the United States;

To regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and among the
several States, and with the Indian Tribes;

To establish an uniform Rule of Naturalization, and uniform
Laws on the subject of Bankruptcies throughout the United
States;

To coin Money, regulate the Value thereof, and of foreign
Coin, and fix the Standard of Weigh &  and Measures;

To provide for the Punishment of counterfeiting the Securities
and current Coin of the United States;

To establish Post Offices and post Roads;

To promote the Progress  of Sciencc and useful Arts,  by securing

for limited Times to Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right to

their respective Writings and Discoveries;

To constitute Tribunals inferior to the supteme Court;

To define and punish piracies &s  and Felonies committed on the

high Seas, and Offenses against the Law of Nations;

To declare War, grant Letters of Marquc and Reprisal, and

make Rules concerning Captures on Land and Water;
To raise and support Armies, but no Appropriation of Money to

that Use shall be for a longer Term than two Years;
To provide and maintain a Navy;

To make Rules for the Government and Regulation of the land
and naval Forces;

To provide for calling forth the Militia to execute the Laws of

the Union, suppress Insurrections and repel Invasions;

To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the Militia,
and for governing such Part of them as may be employed in the
Service of the United States, reserving to the States respectively, the
Appointment of the Officers, and the Authority of training the
Militia according to the discipline prescribed by Congress;

To exercise exclusive Legislation in all Cases whatsoever, over
such District (not exceeding ten Miles square) as may, by Cession
of particular States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the
Scat of the Government of the United States, and to exercise like
Authority over  all Places purchased by the Consent of the Legis-
lature of the State in which the Same shall be, for the Erection of

-Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards, and other needful Build-
ings ;-And

To make all Laws which shall be necessary and proper for carry-
ing into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all other Powers
vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States,
of in any department  or Officer thereof.
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