Running Head: ANTI FEDARALISM		5








ANTI FEDERALISM 
Student’s Name
Professor’s Name
Institutional Affiliation
Date





The current government, as we all can testify based on observation, has been performing in a manner that seems inaccurate to the citizens spread across all the states. A lot has been spoken about the creation of jobs and a steady market growth but sadly this statistics are based on only the best performing states and more so are very biased. The whole idea is to convince people that the country is doing ok and we should all be comfortable with our current positions and watch our leaders make decisions for us. However over the years since our founding father signed the declaration of independence and the constitution had its issues that affect people today. The president and the congress are given too much power. A number of people have been addressing the issue but most of us are often blinded by the false daily reports orchestrated by the government and the fact that people tend to live in denial. It is, therefore, imperative for states to govern themselves independently without any interference from the federal government. 
There are several differences between the federalist and the anti-federalist and in most cases, they differ in terms of ideology. The two parties often disagreed on the best system of governance that will be effective and efficient to the citizens. The anti federalist's believed that the constitution came to pass and was enacted at the expense of the citizens and the states, and believed that it was insufficient to protect individual's rights.  This meant that they were against the new constitution that was passed during the declaration of independence. The main problem is the unfair distribution of power, According to Richard Henry Lee; he was concerned with the two-third legislative powers given to the president which allowed the president to make decisions that affected all the states even without seeking approval from the states (Hanson, 2014).
The federalist as we can see had a different belief in the best system of governance that was suitable for the country. They formulated the constitution and believed that it was sufficient to protect the right of every American citizen; this was one of the major disagreements. They believed that by sharing power with the federal government they were able to minimize any cases of tyranny. They achieved this by ensuring that the governor's powers were limited and that all the citizens were under one umbrella. Federalist No 70 believes that there is a need for an energetic executive which can only be achieved through unity. The new constitution is built on the foundation of unity among all the different states. 
The main problem with this form of governance is the deceit that was creatively crafted to capitalize on the citizens need to feel secure and united. However, there are some factors that need to be addressed on how genuine this constitution is and how well does it serve the people. As stated before, there is a problem with the amount of power handed down to the president and congress. This might mean that the American people can wake up and realize that there has been an executive order that has been passing to increase surveillance of citizens. This means that the matter cannot be taken to court and challenged by citizens since it is coming from the top office. On the other hand, the citizens cannot go and complain to the governor since hi/her hands are tied. But the problem is the governor is supposed to be answerable to the locals and this will mean that the governor's administration was bad. But the truth is the governor did not have anything to do with such an executive order. Therefore it is important to treat these governors as leaders who are responsible for the well-being of their citizens without limiting their capabilities (Hanson, 2014). 
Another related issue is the fact that a large republic cannot be easily governed by a single president. It will be hard for the citizen's rights to be protected, and this might lead to various violations of their rights. The anti-federalist believes that only small states in form of republics can be easily governed. Democracy would easily prevail under such circumstances given that there has never been an attempt on democracy covering a geographical area that is covered by America. This system of federalism is and was bound to fail since the federal government is losing its ratings based on poor performance and lack of progress by the various departments. Most anti-federalists are small-scale farmers often from rural areas who understand the real cost of living and the unfavorable business environment that they live in. big corporations can operate anywhere in the globe and federalism makes it easy for them, to get favorable tax rates all in the name of job creation or contribution to the GDP. Therefore the poor and often those who work hard tom put food on the table are often ignored whenever most bills are passed since they don't contribute much in the national bread (Van Cleve, 2014).
Therefore the federal government can be easily identified as a means by the industrialist to manage the country based on influence and endorsements on who will be the country president so that they can cash in on more money. The same money is contributed by taxpayers who can barely fend for themselves and live on credit cards. However, if it was the governors running the affairs of their states without interruptions from the federal government, then productivity would be high given that the governor understands the citizen's problems and is more close to them more than the federal government will ever be. By this, they will be able to implement laws that were practical and more realistic and acceptable to the community. This will help to improve the people's livelihood.


References

Van Cleve, G. W. (2014). The Anti-Federalists' Toughest Challenge: Paper Money, Debt Relief, and the Ratification of the Constitution. Journal of the Early Republic, 34(4), 529-560.
Hanson, R. L. (2014). The democratic imagination in America: Conversations with our past. Princeton University Press.

