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Name: ____________________________________

John Jay and Elbridge Gerry Conversation Questions
Directions: Answer the following questions with your partner. 
1. What is the strongest reason John Jay gave for signing the Constitution? 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

2. What is the strongest reason Elbridge Gerry gave for NOT signing the Constitution? 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

3. Which delegate do you agree with? Why?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Background Information: For 10 months, Americans argued whether or not to ratify, or approve of the new Constitution. Anti-Federalists did not support the new Constitution but Federalists supported the new Constitution and tried to convince others it should be approved. Below are some of the arguments against and for the new Constitution.
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Name: _______________________________________________
Federalists v. Anti-Federalists Arguments 

Directions: rewrite the arguments of the Federalists and Anti-Federalists in your own words
	Reason #
	Anti-Federalists
	Federalists

	1
	Our country is too big and people’s wealth is too different for us to agree on political issues
	People will be divided so it will be too difficult for one group’s interest to come before the common welfare

	2
	A free government is requires active participation (voting). Our country is too big for people to be able to participate in a national government. 
	The national government would work so well that people would support it. 

	3
	The Constitution give too much power to the national government. It makes national government laws superior to laws made by the states. 
	A strong national government is necessary to deal with our country’s problems but its power will be limited. 

	4
	The necessary and proper clause gives too much power to the national government. It is dangerous to not list all the powers of government to make sure they are limited. 
	The necessary and proper clause is important so the national government can do its job. 

	5
	The executive branch (the president) has too much power, he would be a king. 
	The power is split between 3 branches so nobody has all the power. 

	6
	The Constitution does not contain a bill of rights to protect peoples’ rights from the government. 

	[bookmark: _GoBack]A bill of rights is not needed because the powers of government are limited. Listing people’s right would make it seem like they only have those rights written. 


Ratification is the official way to confirm something, usually by vote. It is the formal approval of proposed law or government document.
Directions: Using the reasons above, answer the questions below. 
1. What do you think are the best reasons to ratify or approve of the Constitution? 
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

2. What do you think are the best reasons to not ratify or approve of the Constitution?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

3. Would you have voted to ratify the Constitution as written in 1787 (without a Bill of Rights)? Explain your answer and provide at least three reasons why you feel this way. 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

4. Do you think any of these arguments are still important today? If so, which ones and why?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

5. Below write a catchy slogan the Anti-Federalists or Federalists might use to get others to support their side of the Constitution debate. Hint: Think of a short but powerful phrase you might see on a bumper sticker. 







Name: _______________________________________

Exit Slip:
Many of the ideas in the Federalist/Anti-Federalist debates seem to some quite relevant today. Some would say it all boils down to a question of the benefits of a strong central government versus states’ rights or the rights of states to make their own decisions. Others would say it is a question of more government controls versus an individual’s personal right to make his or her own decision as to what is best for him or her. After studying both sides of the debates for and against ratification, how do you feel?  Based on all that you’ve learned, would you classify yourself as a Federalist or Anti-Federalist and why? If the 1787 Constitution were presented today for ratification, would it be ratified? Why or why not? What issues are still relevant today as in1787? What issues are different? 

Directions: Provide your response in paragraph format. Your paragraph should be at least 5 sentences long and answer all questions in bold above. 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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Handout 2 -To Sign or Not to Sign: A Read-Aloud Play

Characters:

John Jay, a citizen of NewYork and a Federalist
Elbridge Gerry, a delegate from Massachusetts and an Anti-Federalist

John Jay:

Elbridge Gerry:

Jay:

Gerry:

Jay:

Gemry:

Jay:

Gerry:

Jay:

Germry:

Jay:

Gerry:

Mr. Gerry, | humbly request that you reconsider your reasons for not supporting
this Constitution,

But Mr. Jay, | cannot stand by it! | cannot sign my name to a document that does
not secure the rights of every American.

But we are accounting for that. We will have a chance to amend the Constitution,

Yes, but should free people adopt a form of government that they believe needs
amendment? This document is unacceptable!

This document is as good as we can make it. Tell me Mr. Gerry, do you think it
is possible to come up with a better plan? We cannot please everyone. | say that
delaying the ratification of this Constitution will put our country at great risk.

| know, you believe that our enemies will see our indecision as weakness, and
our creditors may stop lending to us. But isn't personal freedom important, too?

We have been meeting for such a long time, What if we reject this Constitution?
Would we ever be able to come up with something better?

What do you suggest we do?

1 believe we should ratify the Constitution, give it a fair amount of time to work
for the people, and fix it as time, occasion, and experience may dictate. What do
you suggest we do, Mr. Gerry?

| believe we should add a bill of rights that secures the liberties of the American
people. It pains me to disagree so strongly with those who signed, but | sincerely
believe that the American people deserve to have their rights protected.

Well, Mr. Gerry, we are putting this decision in the hands of the American people.

Indeed, and | sincerely hope that whatever Constitution is finally adopted will
secure the liberty and happiness of America.
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Positions on the Constitution

Anti-Federalists

Federalists

Throughout history, the only places
where republican governments had worked
had been small communities. In those com-
munities, the people had been about equal
in wealth and had held the same values.
People who are not too rich or too poor are
more likely to possess civic virtue and to
agree on what is best for their common wel-
fare. The new nation was so large and
diverse that people would not be able to
agree on their common welfare.

History has proven that all of the small
republics of the past had been destroyed by
selfish groups. The civic virtue of the
citizens had not been enough to prevent
them from seeking their own selfish inter-
ests rather than working for the common
welfare. A large republic, where the
government was organized on the basis of
checks and balances, and power was divided
between the national and the state govern-
ments, would be better. Under such a
government, it would be more difficult for
special interests to attain their goals and
violate the common welfare.

Free government requires the active
participation of the people. The national
government would be located too far from
most people’s communities to allow them to
participate. As a result, the only way the
government would be able to rule would be
through the use of military force. The result
would be a tyranny.

The national government would be so
good at protecting the rights of the people
that it would soon gain their loyalty and sup-
port. It could not become a tyranny because
of the limitations placed on it by the system
of checks and balances and separation of
powers.

The Constitution gives the national
government too much power at the expense
of the state governments. It gives the
government the power to tax citizens and to
raise and keep an army. The supremacy
clause means all the national government’s
laws are superior to laws made by the states.
Asaresult, it would only be a matter of time
until the state governments were destroyed.

It is true that the national government
would have greater power than it did under
the Articles of Confederation. But its
powers are limited to tasks that face the en-
tire nation, such as trade, currency, and
defense. Experience has shown that a
stronger national government is needed to
deal with these problems. The Constitution |
provides adequate protections for the state |
governments to prevent their being
destroyed by the national government.

The necessary and proper clause is too
general and, as a result, gives too much
power to the national government. It is
dangerous not to list the powers of the

| government in order to put clear limits on

The necessary and proper and general
welfare clauses are necessary if the national
government is to do the things it is respon-
sible for doing.
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The Constitution gives too much power
| to the executive branch of government. It
would soon become a monarchy.

A strong executive branch is necessary
for the national government to be able to |
fulfill its responsibilities. The powers of the
national government are separated and
balanced among the three branches so no
one can dominate the others. The Constitu-
tion gives the Congress and the Supreme
Court ways to check the use of power by the
executive branch so it cannot become a
monarchy.

The Constitution does not include a bill
of rights which is essential for protecting in-
dividuals against the power of the national
government.

A bill of rights is unnecessary because |
the powers of the government are limited.
A bill of rights would give the impression
that the people could only expect protection
of those rights that were actually listed.

What slogans might the Federalists and Anti-Federalists be using? Write one of your own.





