)5 iloeryone in the United States [ikes to back up one of their po[ itical arquments with what
(& ] ;f. would the Founc{ing Fathers do. And you know, ['ve heard it for the [ast time without
& A -; forming some preﬂg distinet fflougl:lfs on the matter.

Raising the g[los’(s of the Founders to support your pof itical arqument is just f[ at out s’(upic{. Here's m['ng:

I) Tﬁeg're frea[zing dead. Tfleg'oe all been dead for about 200 years. That means f[‘neg're not around to

a) see enougﬁ of the 215t cenfurg and the issues and the rationale behind the issues to even form a well

wgigformecf opinion on those issues. and [)) they're not around to say. no dude. I wouldn't have said that at

' gwG,[[ You're 1mposlng 90111‘ 01ews on someone tl.)['lo u)ou[cfn'f [1(109 even unc{ers’(oocf ll)['ld.f 90111’ o1ews are.

?) Tfleg're not some monolithic group of men who all agreecf on eoergfﬁing. What's the point of fmoing a

representative repu[)[ic at all at that poinf? Mig[‘d as well just appoint one of them supreme [eader for
[i)te, i)t f[leg all f[lougflf the same. No, in )tacf, f[ieg had a hard time agreeing on ang’rfling. W[‘ug do you
think it took 80 some odd years and us sp[iﬂing in two and going to war with each other in order to get

rid of s[aoerg? Do you think everyone agreec[ on s[aoerg in the 178052 Some of the nastiest po[ifica[
campaigns in the Bis’[org of the United States were all )tougflf [)g the Founders. T[‘neg were jerf{s, and f[leg

hated each other. Modern po[ itical campaigns [ook [ike a tickle fig[l’( in comparison. Matter of facf. in
order to get the Constitution written, ’[Beg all had to get drunk.

e —

5) Tﬁeg're not gocfs. This isn't the frea[ain' Dominion on Star Trek. (Tflougﬁ a sflapesflif’ring chflingfon
who had to s[eep in a bucket would be kinda coo[.) T[meg were men. Just because there's a mgfﬁo[ogg

built around them doesn't mean ’[f‘neg were specia[ , or that we should appea[ to their au’(flori’tg over our
own abil ity to reason. You know. especia[[g because ’tﬁeg're dead and would have no elue what to make
of ang’(fling you and your cfeBa’ting partner are fa[[aing about if you Boppecf in a time machine to get
them to c[arifg whose side ’(fleg would choose.

4) Older isn't necessari[g better. If you think it is, fee[ free to purc[mse a pflonograpfl and a horse and
[)uggg. There's no such ’(fling as the gooJ old Jags or simp[er times. That's just nos‘ra[gia. And in this

- case, it's nostal gia for an era [)efore your greaf-granc{parenfs were even born.

5) The Founders aren't necessari[g The Framers. The Founders are the upstarts who stirred up
rebellion and had the idea that the Colonies should be im{epem{en’[, semi-democratic. The Framers are
the ones who cfraf’recf the Constitution because the Founders fucfeecf up the firs’r system of government in
the United States. Let me repeat that- the Founders made a [)ig old mess that the Framers had to clean
up. Some of the Founders were also Framers, but not all Founders were Framers and not all Framers
were Founders. So the Framers were p[en’rg aware that their new document was also proBaB[g f[awed,
and made it possiB[e to )tix their mistakes as we went a[ong. So i)[ there's angf[ﬁng that we can be
reasona[)[g sure of what the Framers would think about modern cfag po[i‘[ics is to [eave them out of it
and figure it out on our own, since were supposec{ to have improoec{ the Constitution from the version

f[leg gave us. That's mhg we have more than 10 amend ments.

So. who gives a shit what the Founders would think? Tfleg were [oo[{ing up to us. S’[op [ioing in the past
and start ’[Binf{ing about the present. I)l~ you cant support your po[ itical arqument without using

necromancy, then you don't ac’rua[[g have an argument and need a clueless g[losf to talk for you.



