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Antifederalists
Question 1: Aspects of the Antifederalist Point of View
It is important to comprehend that the anti-federalists played a vital role in opposing ratification of the constitution. In particular, the anti-federalists were typified by a desire to develop a weak central government as well as a corresponding desire for strong state governments. With that said, it is evident that the anti-federalists provided various viewpoints that opposed the federalists’ perceptions. In this case, the anti-federalists asserted that the constitution gave considerable power to the federal government as well as took away substantial power from local and state governments. The aforementioned viewpoint is valid because the federal government is far from representing the average citizen (Bradford, 2017). The reason is that the country is large for the national government to cater for all the prevailing concerns of citizens on a local as well as state basis. For instance, the federal government is unable to support all existing small landowners and farmers. 
In addition, the anti-federalists argued that the original text of the constitution did not cover a bill of rights. The anti-federalists demanded guaranteed protection for particular basic liberties including trial by jury as well as freedom of speech. Specifically, this was valid because people needed to have their human rights and it was important for the constitution to address them. The anti-federalists promised to include a bill of rights in case they were to vote for the constitution (Borowiak, 2007). In simple terms, the inclusion of the bills of rights in the constitution is considered an important step for the freedom of citizens. In this case, individuals are offered their human rights and appreciated in the federal government.  
Question 2: Did any of the Antifederalists accept Federalism?
It is evident that there was a considerable difference between the federalists as well as the antifederalists ideologists that contributed to complex issues. In particular, the federalists were for the nationalists who took part in 1781 in establishing the new United States constitution. On the other hand, the anti-federalists were against the new constitution, as they felt it played a substantial role in strengthening the national government at the expense of the country as well as its residents. Furthermore, the antifederalists believed that the proposed constitution was going to over-centralize the government as well as diminish individual liberties and rights (Bradford, 2017). In this case, they were of the idea to amend the constitution and include a bill of rights as an important condition before ratification. 
However, as federalism gained significant momentum, some of the antifederalists become more accepting of it. For instance, anti-federalists such as Samuel Adams and John Hancock played a crucial role in negotiating a comprise of the new constitution. Specifically, the aforementioned anti-federalists agreed to support ratification with a condition that they would put forth recommendations for amendments should the constitution go into effect. At this point, the federalists were ready to support the amendments such as the bill of rights. Adams supported the federalists because he was opposing a rebellion against his republic. The aforementioned comprise led many individuals to vote to ratify the new constitution. For example, five states were for the ratification whereas four supported the recommending amendments with their ratification. In simple terms, it is clear that some antifederalists supported ratification of the constitution that was proposed by the federalists.



References
Borowiak, C. T. (2007). Accountability debates: The federalists, the anti-federalists, and democratic deficits. The Journal of Politics, 69(4), 998-1014.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Bradford, M. E. (2017). A better guide than reason: Federalists and anti-federalists. Routledge.
