Federalist vs. Anti-Federalist
1. Republican Government

a. Federalist Point of View

i. Civic Virtue is almost non existent.  Therefore, a government with checks and balances will maintain common good even more so.

ii. With a lot of different representatives with different interest, no one group can become too powerful.

b. Anti-Federalist Point of View

i. Republican Government wouldn’t work because the U.S. is too large and diverse.

ii. Republican government requires civic virtue from small similar communities.

iii. Checks and balances won’t attain the common good.

2. Federalism

a. Federalist Point of View

i. National government only has power over issues that affect the common national interest.  States control local issues.

ii. The Articles of Confederation was too weak.  Need a strong National government to defend us and protect our interest and needs.

b. Anti-Federalist Point of View
i. National Government has too much power; states will lose power to Federal Government.
ii. The power to tax people will bleed them dry.  The people will be taxed from two sides; the federal tax and the state tax.
iii. No standing army allowed
3. Bill of Rights
a. Federalist Point of View

i. Only necessary to protect people from a King.  Not needed in a republic.
ii. Government is limited so a Bill of Rights is not needed.
iii. Protection of rights already in constitution.
iv. Why do you need protection against powers the government does not have?
b. Anti-Federalist Point of View
i. People with power do not need to be kings to trample on people’s rights.
ii. Government has broad powers from elastic clause and supremacy clause.
4. Separation of Powers
a. Federalist Point of View

i. Powers are not totally separate because each branch needs to be able to check the other.
b. Anti-Federalist Point of View

i. The President and the Senate might combine their powers to take over the country.
ii. Powers aren’t separated enough.
5. Congress

a. Federalist Point of View

i. Terms needs to be longer than a year so congress has stability and experience.  
1. Should be able to be reelected

ii. Do not want too many people because then only a small group will do the work and hold power.

iii. Can only make laws related to their powers that are listed in the constitution.

b. Anti-Federalist Point of View

i. Terms are too long (should only be one year)

ii. Should not be able to be reelected, this creates an aristocracy.

iii. Not enough representatives for the people(want more than the 1 for every 30,000 established)

iv. Too much power because of the elastic clause

6. President

a. Federalist Point of View

i. Needs power to protect peoples interest

ii. Checks and balances will limit president’s power.

iii. Need at least 4 years to provide stability and stability.

b. Anti-Federalist Point of View

i. Too much power to the executive

ii. Would become similar to a king.

iii. Feel the term is too long

7. Judiciary

a. Federalist Point of View

i. Appointed by the President then approved by the Senate ( People are represented by the Senators they voted for)

ii. The State courts will hear local issues

iii. Judiciary branch needed to ensure checks and balances

iv. Need to have experience.  Guarantees they will be independent from political field.

b. Anti-Federalist Point of View

i. Not directly elected by the people

ii. No guarantee of trial by jury is bad

iii. Members of Judicial branch do not answer to anyone.

iv. Judicial review(the power to declare laws unconstitutional) could be bad

v. Serving for life gives way too much power
