
FEDERALIST 

 

1787 Simulation 

Background:  

Beginning in the fall of 1787, the newly independent American states were faced with a major decision:  What 

type of government should we have?  The old Articles of Confederation had been little more than a “firm league of 

friendship” – not a strong, unified system for making laws.  By 1787, the Articles of Confederation government was in 

financial chaos, vulnerable to foreign invasion and many feared the newly independent states were on the verge of 

anarchy.  In response to the situation, a group of men met during the hot summer of 1787 in Philadelphia to create a new 

and stronger government structure known as the Constitution that was aimed at making the states really “united”.  

 However, many freedom-loving Americans were quite fearful that the new Constitution might restrict the 

liberty they had fought King George’s army so hard to win.  Therefore, whether or not to ratify (approve) the newly 

written Constitution was a major topic of debate across the nation in 1787 – and the subject of our in-class 

simulation.   

A faction (group) of Americans called “Federalists” favored the stronger central government laid out in the 

new Constitution.  “Anti-Federalists” were wary of the proposed Constitution because they believed it simply replaced 

one tyrant (the King) with a potentially new dictator (the President).  The Anti-Federalists favored keeping most power 

in the hands of local & state legislatures as had been the case under the Articles of Confederation.  Finally, 

“Moderates” supported an amended version of the proposed Constitution with additions to protect the rights of 

individuals and share decision making power between the central and state governments. 

 

Roles:   

 You will play the role of either a Federalist; a Moderate; or an Anti-Federalist.  Read 

the procedures described below: 
 

Procedures: 

 Read the description, quotes and summary of the option you are assigned.   

 Write a short (two-thirds page, double spaced, 12 pt. Times Roman font, 1” margins) speech that summarizes 

your views – include 3 quotes from the reading 

 With the aid of your prepared speech, participate in the verbal ratification debate.   

 Take a short quiz after the debate to demonstrate your understanding of the arguments presented. 

 

Grading: 

 Each individual must turn in their own speech by ______________________ 

 All students will take short  post debate quiz. 

 Students will participate verbally by reading parts of their speech or arguing points during debate. 

 

 

 

 



  

Options In Brief 

 

Option 1- Unite Around The Constitution (Federalists) 

Our nation is on the brink of anarchy. Our current plight has been brought upon us by the Articles of Confederation and 

the pettiness of the states. If we want to save our nation, we must immediately adopt the Constitution that was drafted in 

Philadelphia. The national government proposed in the Constitution will have the authority to act on behalf of all of our 

citizens. Our opponents are trying to frighten the public with groundless fears. But look seriously at what is being 

proposed. The Constitution puts forth a structure in which our nation will be governed by leaders of wisdom, experience, 

justice, and virtue. The record of so-called "democracy" in several states has proven the logic of this approach. We 

learned twelve years ago that we had to join together or perish. Today, we must follow the same path if we are to fulfill 

the destiny that Divine Providence has laid out for us. 

 

Option 2- Clearly Define Individual Rights (Moderates) 

Beware the Federalist Constitution! The document that is being forced on the country is dangerously flawed. Let us step 

back and weigh the present situation. There is no crisis that demands an immediate response. We must calmly and 

deliberately go about revising the Constitution to establish a solid foundation for forming a more perfect union. We must 

carefully define and limit the authority we grant our government. We must add to the Constitution a bill of rights to 

safeguard the liberties of America's citizens. We should not take anything for granted. Even governments established in 

the name of liberty have been known to infringe on the liberties of the citizenry. With so much in doubt, we must not act 

in haste. The noble experiment we are carrying out on these shores demands that we strive for perfection. 

 

Option 3- Trust In The Common Citizen (Anti-Federalists) 

Free citizens-defend your rights! The self-anointed aristocracy that gathered in Philadelphia last summer has devised a 

scheme to deprive Americans for their liberties. Are we to trade the liberty cap of the free citizen for the yoke of the 

serf? Never! The federalists have whipped up fears of chaos to win support for their Constitution. In fact, they are 

concerned mainly with protecting their wealth and investments. The strong national government suggested by the 

Philadelphia convention would allow only a handful of wealthy men to participate in the affairs of the republic. Our 

political system must be grounded in the common citizen-not a privileged elite. The states are the proper defenders of 

the republican form of government. We must remember always that the only source of legitimate authority is the 

citizenry. We must not give away the rights we shed blood to gain. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Option #1:  FEDERALISTS:  UNITE AROUND THE CONSTITUTION 

Our nation is on the brink of anarchy. At home, the threat of rebellion and revolt hangs over us, while commerce is 

hamstrung by the tangle of laws and taxes imposed by the states. On our borders, foreign powers occupy our territory 

with little regard for our claims. In the capitals of Europe, we are mocked for our weakness and inability to pay our 

debts. 

Our current plight has been brought upon us by the Articles of Confederation and the pettiness of the states. Fortunately, 

we finally have before us the means to escape from our predicament. If we want to save our nation, we must 

immediately adopt the Constitution that was drafted in Philadelphia. 

The states have proven that they are incapable of promoting our national well-being. They have been unwilling to 

provide the national government the money necessary to pay America’s debts and carry out the functions required of a 

nation. Seized by the popular forces of democracy, several have flooded their economies with worthless paper money, 

passed laws  preventing creditors from collecting their debts, and thwarted commerce from neighboring states.  

The national government proposed in the Constitution will have the authority to act on behalf of all our citizens. The 

president will see that America’s laws are enforced fairly and consistently. The Supreme Court will ensure that the 

Constitution becomes the standard by which the laws of the states are judged. The Congress will take measures to 

address the nation’s problems and end the feuding among the states. 

Of course, there are doubters. Some say that the United States is too large to be governed as a single state. To them we 

respond that the size of our republic will be turned to our advantage. In a nation so large and diverse, no region or 

narrow interest group will be able to dominate the national government and act contrary to the public good. The 

Constitution’s division of power among the three components of the national government will also protect our freedoms 

and liberties. The executive, judicial, and legislative branches each have the authority to check the abuses and excesses 

of the others. 

Our opponents are trying to frighten the public with the groundless fears. They claim that the state governments will be 

abolished. In fact, the Constitution grants the states and the citizenry all of the powers not specifically assigned to the 

national government. They argue that the national government will take away the natural rights of life, liberty, and 

property. On the contrary, the very preamble of the Constitution emphasizes the importance of individual rights. 

Finally, they cry “aristocracy!” But look seriously at what is being proposed. The Constitution puts forth a structure in 

which our nation will be governed by leaders of wisdom, experience, justice, and virtue. Elected officials in the 

executive and legislative branches will serve for limited terms, and may not be voted out of office. The record of so-

called “democracy” in several states has proven the logic of this  

approach. The Constitution makes way for men of high standing to take their rightful place in government. 

The men who gathered in Philadelphia know what is best for the nation. They spent long hours deliberating the same 

issues that are now being raised. Rather than attack their motives, we should thankfully trust in their judgment. How 

many young states have had the benefit of George Washington to guide them through their early years? Ancient Rome 

would have been blessed to have had such patriots. Do you imagine that they would somehow betray the best interests of 

our country? 

We learned twelve years ago that we had to join together or perish. Today, we must follow the same path if we fail to 

fulfill the destiny that Divine Providence has laid out for us. If we are to create a more perfect union, we must ratify the 

new constitution. 

 

 

 



Newspaper essay by John Jay, New York lawyer: 

“It would be more to the interest of the people of America that they should be one nation, under one federal government 

than that they should divide themselves into separate confederacies and give to the head of each the same kinds of 

powers which they are advised to place in one national government. 

“Independent America was not composed of detached and distant territories, but one connected, fertile, wide spreading 

country. Providence has been pleased to give this one connected country to one united people, a people descended from 

the same ancestors, speaking the same language, professing the same religion, attached to the same principles of 

government, very similar in their manners and customs, and who, by their joint counsels of arms and efforts, fighting 

side by side throughout a long and bloody war, have nobly established their general liberty and independence. 

“The convention was composed of men highly distinguished by their patriotism, virtue, and wisdom. They passed many 

months in cool uninterrupted and daily consultations; and finally, without having been awed by power, or influenced by 

any passions except love for their country, they presented and recommended to the people the plan produced by their 

joint and very unanimous counsels.” 

Newspaper essay by Alexander Hamilton, New York lawyer 

"If these states should be either wholly disunited or only united in partial confederacies, the subdivisions will have 

frequent and violent contests with each other. The causes of hostility are numerous. Some take their origin entirely in 

private passions and interests. If Shays had not been a desperate debtor it is much to be doubted whether Massachusetts 

would have been plunged into a civil war. The genius of a republic is pacific [peaceful]; the spirit of commerce has a 

tendency to soften the manners of men and to extinguish those inflammable humours which have so often kindled into 

wars. A firm Union will be of the utmost moment to the peace and liberty of the states as a barrier against domestic 

faction and insurrection…. 

"We have reached almost the last stage of national humiliation. There is scarcely any thing that can wound the pride, or 

degrade the character of an independent nation which we do not experience. Do we owe debts to foreigners and to our 

own citizens? These remain without any proper or satisfactory provision for their discharge. Have we valuable territories 

and important posts in the possession of a foreign power, which by express stipulations ought long since to have been 

surrendered? We have neither troops, nor treasury, nor government….The price of improved land in most parts of the 

country is much lower than can be accounted for by the market and can only be fully explained by that want [lack] of 

private and public confidence [in the government and economy]. 

"We must extend the authority of the union to the persons of the citizens--the only proper objects of government. Why 

has government been instituted at all? Because the passions of men will not conform to the dictates of reason and justice, 

without constraint….We cannot expect that the persons entrusted with the administration of the [states] will execute the 

resolutions or degrees of the general authority. The reverse of this results from the constitution of human nature." 

 

Newspaper essay by James Madison, Virginia landowner 

"Among the numerous advantages promised by a well-constructed Union, none deserves to be more accurately 

developed than its tendency to break and control the violence of faction [interest groups]. The instability, injustice and 

confusion introduced into the public councils have been the mortal diseases under which popular [democratic] 

governments have everywhere perished. Our [state] governments are too unstable, the public good is disregarded in the 

conflicts of rival parties, and measures are too often decided, not according to the rules of justice, and the rights of the 

minority party, but by the superior force of an interested and over-bearing majority.  

"The latent cause of faction is sown in the nature of man. The most common and durable source of factions has been the 

various and unequal distribution of property. Those who hold and those who are without property have ever formed 

distinct interests in society. 

"Wherever the real power in government lies, there is the danger of oppression. In our [state] governments the real 

power lies in the majority of the community, and the invasion of private rights is chiefly, not from acts of government 

contrary to the sense of its citizens, but from acts of which government is the mere instrument of the majority of 

citizens." 


