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Statehood is not unique. It is not special. It is not a concession. It is the standard political organization in 

the United States of America. 

The Founders themselves waxed eloquently on the importance of states as a check to federal power and 

guarantees of liberty. To them, as to me, being a resident of a state as well as a citizen of our country is 

our right and obligation, not a reward to be granted for perceived good behavior. It was, and is, no more 

a privilege than free speech or a free press. It was intrinsic to their conception of Federalism, that the 

states themselves have an identity separate from the federal government. States weren’t mere 

subdivisions of national government, but were instead considered a positive good to preserve liberties. 

“Power being almost always the rival of power,” said Alexander Hamilton in Federalist No. 28, “the 

general government will at all times stand ready to check the usurpations of the state governments, and 

these will have the same disposition towards the general government.” 

The few thousands residents in 1790s DC were an afterthought. It’s absurd the 650,000 in today’s 

continue to be. 

Of course, these same Founders did create the District clause (Article I, Section 8, Clause 17), rendering 

our current status Constitutional, while simultaneously unjust. Yet it's patronizing to use the problem as 

an argument against the solution. The District Clause was written with a specific concern in mind, 

protecting the fledgling national government from powerful states. A real concern in 1787, but 

laughable in 2014. 

Nor would the Founders who threw off British rule find the "it's always been this way" argument terribly 

persuasive. They were unafraid to challenge the status quo on principles. They themselves saw their 

own system of government, the Articles of Confederation, as unworkable and replaced it a few years 

later with the current Constitution. 

Per those Articles of Confederation, a “Perpetual Union”, or Constitution could not exist as originally 

ratified, without the express confirmation of “the legislatures of every State.”. And yet, the Founders 

simply disregarded this, allowing the Constitution to go into effect upon the ratification of nine states. 

The Founders took a good look at the status quo, decided it was unworkable, and devised pragmatic yet 

principled solutions to the existing problems. We dishonor their memory by using snippets of their 

views, unsupported in the whole, to deny the democracy they fought and struggled for. 

I am uninterested in tepid, halfway measures such as retrocession to Maryland or not paying income 

taxes. I am an American, from a jurisdiction with a 200 year history and identity, and seek to engage my 

national government on the same level as (almost) every other American. I proudly participate in my 

civic life, pay my taxes, and even served as a Naval officer. It is beyond insulting that I deployed around 

the world to support other’s democracies while being denied it at home. 



Fix this issue, Congress. Show a fraction of the moral courage that our Founding Fathers did when they 

pledged their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor. You are the heirs to their tradition. It is 

disgraceful not to live up to it. 

Thank you, 

Timothy J. Krepp 

Capitol Hill 

District of Columbia 

 


