NOTES: Background Info – Federalists vs Anti-Federalists
I. After Constitutional Convention ended in 1787 it was submitted to the American people for ratification
· Public debate raged between those who supported the Constitution (Federalists) and those who opposed it (Anti-federalists)
II. CENTRAL ISSUE: is it possible to unite the 13 states unto ONE nation, under one federal government, in such a way that the individual states (and their government) would not be eliminated?
III.  James Madison and James Wilson (Federalists) proposed a plan that created one nation of people living in 13 different states
· This Federal system strengthened the national government but still left certain powers and responsibilities to the government of each state
IV.  The new Constitution the Union was based on a Contract between all Americans united in one nation.
V. Anti-federalists believed that the 13 smaller states should not be united into one large republic. 
VI. The famous Anti-federalist Richard Henry Lee wrote (under the pen name “The Federal Farmer”) that there were three possible forms that the Union could take.
· FIRST:      it could retain its form existing under the Articles of Confederation
· SECOND: is to do away with the state governments and form ONE government (or 
                        consolidate the state governments into one national government)
· THIRD:  is to “partially consolidate” the government in which the states would remain 
                        distinct independent republics but would function together under certain             

                        national objectives
VII. The Anti-federalist “Brutus” believed that there are NO Historical examples of a Republic that did not eventually succumb to the political evils of disintegration (falling apart) or tyranny (poor rulers).
· THE BIGGEST FLAW: that the representative will not know and act upon the interests of the people
· According to the Constitution only 1 representative will be elected in every 30,000 people
VIII. Both the Anti-federalist “Brutus” and “Centinel” believed that this problem of representation in a large republic would likely lead, eventually, to the emergence of either rebellion or tyranny in America
IX.  ANOTHER STRONG OBJECTION: an extended republic would consist of a great multitude of diverse interests, which would not only be inadequately represented in national legislature, but would serve as an obstacle to complete unity.
· The Anti-federalists believed that the country was much too BIG and DIVERSE to unite into one cohesive nation.
· This would lead to the loss of liberty and the eventual dissolution of the Union althogether.
