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Activity A: Federalists vs. Anti-Federalists

The Constitutional Convention met in 1787 to draft a new Constitution for the United States. A debate ensued over just what this government should look like. On the one hand, Federalists wanted to create a strong, national government to guarantee America’s place in the world. Anti-Federalists, however, opposed the new Constitution and desired to keep as much liberty and independence as possible for the average American. Two of the biggest debates at the Constitutional Convention and the state ratification conventions that came next were over representation in the government, and the government’s role in foreign policy. Today you will examine four documents (A-D) from this time period to better understand Federalist and Anti-Federalist views on government, and then work with your group to individually complete the graphic organizer on their differing views of representation and foreign policy. 

Federalists vs. Anti-Federalists
	Federalist Position
	Anti-Federalist Position

	Federalists on Representation
Claim: Summarize the author’s main argument on government representation. 

Evidence: Find TWO quotes to support your claim.

1. ,

2. .

Federalists on Foreign Policy

Claim: Summarize the author’s main argument on foreign policy. 

Evidence: Find TWO quotes to support your claim.

1. .

2. .


	Anti-Federalists on Representation

Claim: Summarize the author’s main argument on government representation.

Evidence: Find TWO quotes to support your claim.

1. ,

2. .

Anti-Federalists on Foreign Policy

Claim: Summarize the author’s  main argument on foreign policy.

Evidence: Find TWO quotes to support your claim.

1. .

2. .




Anti-Federalist on Representation (Document A)

Source: The following excerpt is from a speech given by Melancton Smith on June 21, 1788 at the New York Ratification Convention. Representatives from New York decided whether or not to adopt the Constitution at this convention. Melancton Smith was the leader of the Anti-Federalist representatives.  

Representatives should be a true picture of the people. They should understand their circumstances and their troubles. Therefore, the number of representatives should be so large that both rich and poor people will choose to be representatives.

If the number of representatives is small, the position will be too competitive. Ordinary people will not attempt to run for office. A middle-class yeoman (farmer) will never be chosen. So, the government will fall into the hands of the few and the rich. This will be a government of oppression.

The rich consider themselves above the common people, entitled to more respect. They believe they have the right to get anything they want.
Federalist on Representation (Document B)

Source:  The following excerpt is from a speech given by Alexander Hamilton on June 21, 1788 at the New York Ratification Convention. Representatives from New York decided whether or not to adopt the Constitution at this convention. Alexander Hamilton was a Founding Father and the leader of the Federalist Party.  

The Anti-Federalists seem to think that a pure democracy would be the perfect government. Experience has shown that this idea is false. The ancient democracies of Greece were characterized by tyranny and run by mobs.

The Anti-Federalists also argue that a large representation is necessary to understand the interests of the people. This is not true. Why can’t someone understand fifty people as well as he understands twenty people?

The new constitution does not make a rich man more eligible for an elected office than a poor person. I also think it’s dangerous to assume that men become more wicked as they gain wealth and education. Look at all the people in a community, the rich and the poor, the educated and the ignorant. Which group has higher moral standards? Both groups engage in immoral or wicked behavior. But it would seem to me that the behavior of the wealthy is less wicked and sinful.
Federalist on Foreign Policy (Document C)

Source:   The following excerpt is from Federalist Paper #4, written by John Jay on November 7, 1787. The Federalist Papers were a series of essays written to support the ratification of the United States Constitution.  John Jay was a Founding Father and a leader of the Federalist Party. 

Nations will make war whenever they have the prospect (possibility) of getting anything by it. It is easy to see that jealousies may slide into the minds of other nations, and we should not expect that they will regard our rise in power and importance with indifference (without caring).

The safety of the whole is the interest of the whole, and it cannot be provided for without government.
One government can collect and take advantage of the talents of the ablest (most talented) men, in whatever part of the Union (nation) they may be found. It can move forward with common policies (strategies). It can apply the resources and power of the whole to the defense of any particular part more easily and efficiently than State governments or separate confederacies (alliances) can possibly do.  
Leave America divided, and what armies could they raise and pay? What fleets could they ever hope to have? If one state was attacked, would the others fly to it and spend their blood and money in its defense? Who shall command the allied armies? Who shall settle the terms of peace? One government, watching over the common interests, and directing the powers and resources of the whole, would be free from all these embarrassments, and would be far more beneficial to the safety of the people.
Anti-Federalist on Foreign Policy (Document D)


Source: The following excerpt is from a speech given by Patrick Henry at the Virginia Ratification Convention in 1788. Representatives from Virginia decided whether or not to adopt the Constitution at this convention. Patrick Henry was a Founding Father and a leader of the anti-Federalists in Virginia. 


You should not inquire (ask) how your trade may be increased, or how you are to become a great and powerful people, but instead how your liberties can be secured. Liberty ought to be the direct end (goal) of your government.

Those nations who have gone in search of power and splendor (glory) have also been the victims of their own folly (foolishness). While they acquired those visionary (ambitious) blessings, they lost their freedom. 

Some say we must be a great and mighty empire; we must have an army, and a navy, and a number of other things. When the American spirit was in its youth, the language of America was different: liberty was the primary object. 

Now the American spirit, assisted by the ropes and chains of consolidation (joining together), is about to convert this country into a powerful and mighty empire. Such a government is incompatible (unable to get along) with the genius of republicanism. There will be no checks, no real balances, in this government. 
