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The Nursery 
of the Blackest Cancer

On the origin of the 
United States federal government

Many ask in what direction should the federal government grow.  Its power and girth is legendary, beyond mythical proportions of the ancient world.  It routinely surpasses the power of our superheroes.  As Ben would say to Peter Parker, "With great power comes great responsibility."  Many believe there can an assemblage of mortals capable of wisely guiding the juggernaut, implying that the skull-crushing lythmobile possesses a legitimate direction.  So, in order to discover that direction, it is wise to consult where it came from—its origin.  For practical purposes of funding, the federal government was born in the early 19th century.  Let us examine four prominent places from whence federal government came.

1. Hamilton and the Federalists gain ground against Jefferson and the Republicans in the war on liberty

Hamilton defied the economic principles in Adam Smith's Wealth of Nations, which precluded government from meddling in people's labor and contract (Johnson 215).  Hamilton, appointed by Washington in 1789 as Secretary of the Treasury, paid most federal debt by taking money from the people, in the form of new taxes (Johnson 211-214).  The people of America were being burdened with centralized taxes, which had been their motivation to oppose Britain in the 1770s.

Jefferson opposed Hamilton's policy, yet on emotional grounds.  He believed, as Cicero had for Rome, that the republic required privilege for farmers before other professions (Johnson 215).  Farmers opposed the creation of a national bank.  They had a long history of hatred with banks (Johnson 216).  Although loathing political parties, Jefferson, who was Secretary of State and technically Hamilton's superior, formed a party in the 1790s, first known as the Republican Party, but it would later be renamed the Democratic Party (Johnson 219), which is the ancestor of the current Democratic Party, in name at least.  

Hamilton inflated the domain over which he ruled by money.  At this time, the Treasury operated everything not specifically controlled by another branch, for instance, the Post Office (Johnson 216).  Hamilton fought to keep "the impudence of democracy on a leash" (Johnson 218).  Whereas, Jefferson paid lip service to the poor, Hamilton praised aristocracy, requesting a permanent senate.  It is quite confusing that Hamilton also formed the Republican Party, which is the ancestor of the current Republican Party (Johnson 218). 

Hamilton, Madison, and John Jay wrote a series of articles in a journal called The Federalist (Bailyn 101).  The volumes of this journal are now called The Federalist Papers.  Those who make their livings off the people in Europe and abroad have come to praise the The Federalist Papers above even Machiavelli for its sound methods in growing a modern government.  The Federalists argued for a federal district, arbitrary taxation and debt, and a standing army.  

George Mason opposed the creation of a federal district that ruled the nation without local representation.  He said it would become, "the sanctuary of the blackest crimes" (qtd. Bailyn 111).  Given that Washington D.C.'s notorious violent crime rates, it may be true today in the streets as well as in the House.  

An author by the name of Brutus opposed the federal "power to borrow at discretion" on the grounds that it "may create a national debt, so large as to exceed the ability of the country ever to sink" (qtd. Bailyn 112).  

Antifederalists were critical and far-sighted.  Patrick Henry cried that a standing army would lead to tyranny. Yet the Federalists' notion of a federal government was far more careful and restrained than the modern condition.  A standing army has historically been the beginning of tyranny in every nation.  Hamilton countered this claim by pointing out the restrictions of this federal government.  The standing army would require re-approval every two years and congress would be rotated out also every two years.  In addition, the local militia would repel the federal troops.  Under his restrictions, nothing short of a coup d'etat would threaten a citizen's liberty (Bailyn 114-5).  

It seems all the Antifederalists fears of excessive debt, standing army, secret services, covert operations, slush funds (Bailyn 110), and loss of liberty came true.  If alive today and true to their word, Federalists would join Antifederalists to revolt, as even Hamilton and Madison had never envisioned the leviathan that the federal government has become.  

2. Adams: son of the Old World; Jefferson: father of mass makes right

Adams and Jefferson competed for presidency after Washington.  Adams won by a slim margin.  In those days, the runner-up became vice president, so Jefferson became vice-president (Johnson 230).  

As a proponent meritocracy, power proportionate to competence, he countered Jefferson’s ideology of democracy, power proportionate to mass.  “When politicians started talking about ‘The People,’ he said, he suspected their honesty” (Johnson 232).  He believed in education in the sciences, to increase competence, yet disliked technological progress.

Continuing where Washington left off, following the advice of his farewell address, Adams kept the United States out of the European wars.  He believed so strongly that he underlined this and had it read aloud every February in Congress, a tradition not to be broken until Watergate.  He resisted Hamilton’s urges to rapidly expand the military budget and conquer the continent (Johnson 231).  With the modest navy, he defended the United States from France and avoided aggression. 

Adams appointed John Marshall as chief justice, the champion of liberty, civil rights, and capitalism.  He opposed Taylor’s prejudice against banks, which were relatively new.  He actively upheld rights to property, including to the new, paper money in the face of robbery in the form of legislation, supported by mobs of people (Johnson 238).  

Jefferson took presidency in 1800, due to Burr and Gerry, the founding crooks of American politics (Johnson 241).  He was a hypocrite, an idealist and puritan in intellect, but a hedonist in practice.  He claimed to oppose slavery, yet did nothing to end it; he had slaves and concubine slaves of his own.  

Jefferson restrained federal government to a minimum in many respects.  He scrapped Adams’ extravagances.  He personally read citizens’ suggestions.  Most letters received were requests for appointments or money.  He carefully replied to many (Johnson 250).  Yet he nearly doubled the United States land mass, mostly due to the Louisiana Purchase, and did so unconstitutionally, but no one in the federal government (or outside it) objected to the lucrative increase of the federal pie (Bailyn et al. 346).

The growth of the federal budget indicates its cancerous nature.  Jefferson reduced the federal government that Hamilton had grown, yet even as hard as he tried, Jefferson probably only reduced the federal government to a burden on the citizens that was still higher than before Hamilton.  He eliminated unnecessary War Department staff, diplomats, and all tax collectors.  The Federalists quietly retired from their struggle.  They were, for the most part, intellectuals without political ambition for its own end.  The people had voted for a minimal federal burden, and would continue vote so all the way until Jackson (Bailyn et al. 341): less is more, and least is best of all.  

3. Federal government commits indigenous genocide

United States citizens continued to expand westward, illegally beyond the boundaries of the Greenville Treaty of 1795 (Bailyn et al. 347).  Jefferson and Madison bullied indigenous leaders to forfeit their land in fifty-three treaties.  Yet still United States citizens continued to surpass even this and United States military was uninterested in stopping mass theft of indigenous Americans' soil, essentially the invasion and total theft of a separate nation.  The federal government had nothing to lose and everything to gain by citizens' theft of the indigenous nations.  A larger land mass ensured a larger federal pie.  

Even under Jefferson, the federal government took land as spoils of victory in war and eventually with no more reason than because United States citizens wanted the land and the indigenous Americans could not stop them from taking it.  Essentially, the federal government's standard policy was to infringe on the natural rights of the indigenous people to their property.  Not only this but the federal government declared itself and enforced itself as a monopoly on all transactions and transgressions against unconquered indigenous people (Bailyn et al. 403).  The federal government, articulated by Jefferson and Monroe, declared that since nomadic civilization required more land mass per person than an agrarian or semi-industrial civilization, the federal government would coerce nomadic nations into becoming United States semi-industrial citizens.  Primarily, the US federal government stole land and monopolized taxation of all transactions.  It stole even from the Cherokee, who had assimilated into an agrarian civilization that passed these requirements.  The federal government was little more honest than a thief or fox that justifies his actions after the fact.  If the United States had had industrial, yet militarily weak, neighbors, another reason would have been conjured.

Indigenous slaughterers included Andrew Jackson, John Coffee, David Crockett, and Samuel Houston (Johnson 272).  They fought in the Creek War at Tallushatchee, in which, as Crockett put it, "We shot them like dogs" (qtd. Johnson 272).  Even when troops' terms of service were ending, Jackson exercised tyrannical and terrorist tactics to keep them on the campaign of indigenous slaughter (Johnson 273).  Jackson commanded five thousand United States federally funded terrorists.  They burned villages, destroyed crops, and slaughtered all indigenous resistors.  On April 14, 1814, Red Eagle, chief of the Creeks surrendered, "My people are all gone. I can do no more but weep over the misfortunes of my nation" (Johnson 274).  Jackson gave Red Eagle a large farm that the US stole from the indigenous, where he kept several slaves.  In four months, he coerced thirty-five other chiefs to signing over their land to the US federal government.  He wrote gleefully that this, "cedes to the United States 20 million acres of the cream of the Creek Country" (qtd. Johnson 274).

The latent hypocrisy of United States government found pure expression in Jackson's treatment of the Cherokee nation.  The Cherokee of Georgia formed their own republican government and assimilated into Western culture, adopting a constitution, court system, and many cultural artifacts of the conquering descendents of Europeans (Johnson 350).  Even by White House standards the Cherokee were more civilized than many of the clans of citizens of the United States.  Yet Georgia attempted to destroy this small nation.  Jackson deployed federal troops to destroy the Cherokee republic and drive all their citizens west of the Mississippi.  Jackson did so lawfully (Johnson 350); it is too bad that federal law permits conquest.  The black cancer, that permits denial of natural rights when popular opinion found it convenient, had erupted.  The mask of civil liberties was taken off; the demon Domination who always slept in Washington was let loose, lawfully.  The Cherokee were put on the Trail of Tears, a massive forced march and detention of indigenous Americans (Bailyn et al. 405).  

Chief Justice John Marshall, the supposed peak of the great checks and balance scheme of the American political apparatus, ruled in Worcester v. Georgia in 1832, 

"The several Indian nations [are] distinct political communities, having territorial boundaries, within which their authority is exclusive, and having a right to all lands within those boundaries, which is not only acknowledged, but guaranteed by the United States" (Bailyn et al. 404).

Unfortunately, the checks and balances system failed, as it would routinely in most every matter that restrained conquest by the federal government.  Jackson, as we shall see, showed that the checks and balances system actually worked the opposite way: only one of the three branches needs to desire conquest for the federal government to conquer.

4. Jackson: father of the federal crony and dictator

Jackson created the Democratic Party.  He believed everyone had a right to vote. Since everyone was subject to the law, everyone should have the opportunity to participate in the modification of law.  Jackson believed the people were right and that Big Government, the kind he witnessed growing up in Washington D.C., was wrong (Johnson 329).  

Jackson had serious problems as a politician.  He possessed terrible grammar and terrible gaps in knowledge and understanding.  He relied on Biblical idioms to communicate, lumping all his enemies, including banks, Washington DC, and the War Department as "The Great Whore of Babylon" (Johnson 330).  

He was the first charismatic president.  His often ill-demeanor and gracious manners inspired the protection of many a woman, as Daniel Webster attested (Johnson 330).  The 1824 election was both the first popular election where the Electoral College adhered to popular vote and in which the people more than before were voting for no candidates at all (Johnson 331).  Adams made a deal with Jackson's enemy, Henry Clay, wherein Clay gave presidency to Adams and Adams gave Secretary of State to Clay (Johnson 332).  

Jackson won the popular vote in 1829, even though Adams won the Electoral College vote.  At the inauguration, a historically large and unemployed crowd assembled.  The mob entered and abused the White House.  Jackson brought from his military career as a general the spoils system, whereby the victor takes the resources of the loser.  In the case of president, this was firing employees and replacing them with the president’s own cronies.  Jackson's worst appointment was Samuel Swartwout for collector of customs.  He went to Europe having stolen over one million dollars, which was more than all losses of the entire Adams administration before him (Johnson 341).  

Cronies flocked to Jackson and were called by his enemies the Kitchen Cabinet.  In it, Kendall became Jackson's speechwriter (Johnson 344). Jackson thus accumulated more power into the office of the presidency than ever before and insured all the way up to the Civil War that only a Democrat would have its chief post.  The President and the People drew up an informal contract every four years.  It read that the People will elect a President and sing his praises in the press, and the President will employ as many of his supporters as fast as offices and agencies may be created (Johnson 345).  

Jackson eliminated the national debt in 1835 and 1836, which was a possible goal then, and has never been done since (Johnson 345).  Yet then the federal government was still a modest institution.  The people were grateful, and reelected him by a landslide, another record never beaten.  

Nevertheless, his policies had shocking incongruities.  Congress created the "Tariff of Abominations" which made US tariffs among the highest in the world.  This tariff hit South Carolina the hardest.  They lost 230,000 people during the two decades of this tariff.  Calhoun led South Carolina to rule the Tariff Acts of 1828 and 1832 to be unconstitutional (Johnson 347).  They were on the verge of secession.  Jackson signed the Force Bill, which authorized federal troops to attack US citizens of a rebellious state.  Clay comprised a twenty percent reduction in the tariff (Johnson 348).  This, combined with no other state's willingness to ally with South Carolina, caused the state to back down from protecting its citizens’ rights from federal control.

Ironically, the same Jackson who eliminated the national debt created the worst financial crisis, which would hit the nation not long after his two terms had ended.  Jackson, with characteristic ignorance, hated banks and hated educated persons, "college men" (Johnson 354).  He believed rumors that the vaults were empty of bullion from his Kitchen Cabinet before professional investigations.  With great controversy and censure from even his staff, he withdrew federal funds from the Second Bank of the United States.  In doing so, he prompted wild speculations and encouraged crooked banks to invest naive customers' money.  Years later, in 1837, the US suffered with the world in the financial collapse.  

* * *

Thus, the cancer on the host of all productive United States citizens began and grew.  Mason's "sanctuary of the blackest crimes" (qtd. Bailyn 111), became the nursery of the blackest cancer, the federal government.  This social cancer was never appeased by anything less than new taxation, tariffs, conquest, terrorism, and genocide at the expense of sovereign nations, its own states, and its own laborers.  Thus, it resembles a parasite on a host.  There seems to be a thread that extends beyond any administrator's temperament or intention, a collective will to dominate.  Unfortunately, the founding fathers did not remove this gene for cancer in the DNA (the Constitution) or in the anatomy, the structure of the federal government.  The body of the people has never had such vitality; the body of the people has never had such a metastasized cancer.  Today US citizens are blessed and cursed at the same time; blessed with a historically high productive output; and cursed with a historically high percentage of that output robbed and fed into the gaping maw a monster that still continues its insatiable campaign for new taxation and conquest at least—the federal government.   

As an encapsulated citizen it's easy to forget and easier to accept the justification.  Yet, given the above facts, it might be worth a minute's consideration of a fabulous comparison: If Tolkien's Middle-Earth were here and now, in which nation would Sauron live?  If Lucas' Star Wars were here and now, which nation would employ Darth Vader as its commander in chief?  And finally, in such a fable, which role would you play?  
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