[bookmark: _GoBack][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ]
image1.png
HaoziLiang
Sunday

Ifind the views of Anti-federalists to be more persuasive due to several reasons. According to them, human

ina community and

beings have amorality that persuades them to care for others which is true because we |
we cannot flourish individually. Serving others means to serve one's self-interest. | agree that people are
superior beings according to nature which affirms that they can make a positive judgment and it can be further
refined with the help of education and governmental support. They can decide what is better for them by
electing those who work for them.

Anti-federalists wanted limited powers to the government and promoted the system of check and balance that
is needed to check the abuse of power within a certain branch of government. They also favored the power of
state governments because the government at the state level knows better their people at the local level. In
this way, the voice of people can be heard no matter what is their social status.
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By looking at the chart that was given | tend to agree more on the anti-federalists side just because it seems to
side with the locals and the freedom of each individual in each state. It also says that “public education and free

government enables people to make good choices in elections” this is somewhat true because with public
education lower income fai

s can attend and also make good choices in election because of what people
learn in school/education they tend to learn from what other opinions are and make the good choice. Also it
seems that they support small local businesses which can help the poor. Also, it takes away the power of the
central government to take the role of threatening the freedom of people.

Also, wouldn't it be better to believe in some wisdom of the people so that the country can become a better
place and not always have the government make the options and opinion. The people have the right to speak up
and tell what we want and don't want so that it doesn't hurt the locals. People’s opinion may have amore
impact than what the central government has. It's more of they should somewhat trust the people and locals on

their words and opinions.
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The Federalists seemed to have stronger arguments and wanted to do what's best for the nation as a whole. In
the Federalists, “Madison explained how the separation of national institutions was designed both to empower
and to restrict the federal government” Their arguments also pointed out of having a unified and stable
country instead of smaller independent ones, which could leave room for conflict.

The main thing that Anti-Federalists feared was being ruled by just one powerful government. They had their
right to fear it because of what happened with with British rule. The Anti-Federalists seemed to go off their
fears instead of looking at the bigger picture and what could potentially be beneficial.
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Inmy opinion, | agree with the Anti-federalist perspective that the national government would be too powerful
and that, according to the text, really does ‘threaten self-government in the separate states and the liberty of
the people’ (We The People, 39). The Anti-Federalists were worried that the national government would fall
under the political elite. | feel that this is very accurate today especially with the state of our democracy at
what it is. | feel that our current president considers himself as a political elite, and that, if he is re-elected, our
government will really be a government of repression. These arguments made during the ratification debate
are still very relevant today!
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