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	James Madison, Alexander Hamilton, and John Jay wrote the Federalist papers between the years of 1787 and 1788. These men wrote eighty-five Federalist papers between the three of them and sent them to Federalist newspapers to garner support for the proposed new Constitution. People were weary of this new Constitution due to a history with tyrannical Europe, and due to Anti-Federalists publishing their own critiques of the proposed constitution in order to sway public opinion. Federalist 39, written by James Madison on January 16, 1788, sets forth on the track to explain and show how the proposed Constitution will conform to Republican principles and what form of government this new Constitution will be. In the paper, Madison describes that essentially no other “republican” form of government we had seen before really conformed to the ideals that he sets forth. He then goes on to explain exactly how each of the proposed branches will adhere to Republican principles, while also answering the question as to whether this new form of government will be one of a national form or a federal form. However, he ends up stating that it is neither wholly federal nor wholly national. Madison sets forth good points in Federalist 39, and I can see through the Constitution that it conforms exactly to everything that Madison stated in Federalist 39. 
	In his first paragraph of Federalist 39, Madison addresses the people of the state of New York and explains that in this paper he will be showing how the Republican form of government will work and how it will be executed through the Constitution. Madison then goes on to explain in his second paragraph that the people would not agree with any other form of government than that of a Republican form. He states that a Republican form of government follows the fundamental principles of the Revolution, and that with a Republican form of government, the people will ultimately govern themselves. Madison also makes it clear that if the plan for the government ever ends up not following the rules for a Republican form of government, those who support it will not anymore. I agree with this point that he makes because in the Constitution, it is very clear that we follow a republican form of government by how much representation the people have in choosing who our elected officials are and in how the government operates. Though it is not always perfect, the people have the most say in what happens in our government a majority of the time, if not all of it. 
	In his third paragraph, Madison then answers the question as to what a Republican Form of government really is? This is the main topic of his entire paper. Madison states first that you cannot define a Republican form of government because the previous ways that supposed “Republics” have been described are not the true meaning of what he believes and wants our republic to be. He then gives examples of the “republics” he is referring to: Holland, where none of the power is derived from the people; Venice, where the government still has absolute power over their people through a small body of hereditary nobles; Poland, where their government is a mixture of an aristocracy and a monarchy but still passes under the guise of a republic; and lastly, England, which has one “republican” branch only, combined with a hereditary aristocracy and monarchy. Madison makes it clear that these examples show the extreme inaccuracy with which the term has been used in political disquisitions. In his next paragraph, Madison answers what exactly his definition of a Republican form of government is. His description of a republican form of government is “A government which derives all its powers directly or indirectly from the great body of people and is administered by persons holding their offices during pleasure, for a limited period, or during good behavior” (Madison, 1).  Madison states that in a Republican form of government, it is essential that power is “derived from the great body of society, not from an inconsiderable proportion, or a favored class of it; otherwise a group of tyrannical nobles, exercising their oppressions by a delegation of their powers, might aspire to the rank of Republicans, and claim for their government the honorable title of republic” (Madison, 1). I agree with the point that Madison is making here, because in the Constitution, it is states that the government derives its power from the people, and that you cannot only take the opinion and votes from a small portion, but you must use the entirety of the people to make decisions in government matters.  Madison also sets forth in this paragraph that according to the constitution of every state, some or other of the offices are appointed indirectly only by the people, so the proposed constitution is not doing anything that wildly unheard of but rather using some of the same principles that the states have already set forth in their own constitutions. The position of chief magistrate is one of the primary positions that falls under this, as they are appointed indirectly by the people. There is also indirect voting extended to the Senate and the tenure of the highest offices is extended to a definite period and in many instances, both within the legislative and executive departments, to a period of years. In this same passage, Madison also explains that members of the judiciary department are to retain their offices by the firm tenure of good behavior. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	In the second paragraph of the second page of Federalist 39, Madison then begins to compare the Constitution planned by the convention to the ones in the states and show that they are conformable to each other. He starts with explaining how the different branches are elected, their election periods, and how they are impeached follow pretty much the same guidelines as the Constitutions of all the different states. For the House of Representatives, Madison states that they are elected “Like that of one branch at least of all state legislatures is elected immediately by the great body of the people” (Madison, 2), and they are elected periodically for the period of two years, much like South Carolina. The Senate is elected like the Congress and Senate of Maryland and derives its appointment indirectly from the choice of the people and they are elective for six years, which is only one more year than the period of the Senate of Maryland, and two more years than the Senates of Virginia and New York. The judges, as stated by Madison on page two of Federalist 39, “Will be the choice, though a remote choice, of all the people themselves; duration is equally conformable to the republican standard,” and judges may be impeached if not abiding by good behavior. We see this further explained in another Federalist paper, Federalist 78 written by Alexander Hamilton, which “proceeds to an examination of the judiciary department of the proposed government. (Hamilton, 1)” In Federalist 78, Hamilton goes in depth about each and every one of the powers that the judiciary branch has, and explains that though they are the weakest branch, they are one of the most influential. The president is elected like the judges in that they are chosen remotely by the people themselves every four years and serves the entirety of that time, as in New York and Delaware, and is impeachable at any time during constituency in office. These exact rules and regulations are put into the Constitution under Article I, Section II, and I agree with them because they have made it nearly impossible for there to be tyrannical leaders in the United States. 
	Madison then goes on to state that this plan for a Republican form of government will prohibit titles of nobility both under Federal and State legislature. This is very obviously seen in the rules for each of the offices in our government in the Constitution, and the fact that in the Constitution, it is made very clear that if the government ever becomes tyrannical, it is allowed for the people to overthrow it if necessary. In the next paragraph, Madison responds to claims by the anti-federalists that the federalists are trying to form a consolidation of states. Madison’s response is that the states will still be sovereign, but there will now be a national and federal government to keep the states from being able to govern completely over themselves like small nation-states. This was put into place because under the Articles of Confederation, the states essentially did whatever they wanted and were acting as if they were each separate countries. I agree with this being put into the Constitution because if each state acts as separate nation states, nothing would get done as a united country and we would constantly be fighting each other. In the next passage, Madison states the charges made by the Anti Federalists about the new constitution, and they are: what’s the real character of the Constitution, how far the Constitution were authorized to propose such a government, and how far could duty owed to the country supply any defect owed to the country of regular authority.
	In the next paragraphs, Madison goes on to state how he ascertains the real character of the new government. He states that the Constitution is “founded on the assent and ratification of the people given by deputies elected for the special purpose; but, on the other, that this assent and ratification is to be given to the people, not as individuals composing one entire nation, but as comparing the distinct and independent states to which they separately belong” (Madison, 3). He also states after this sentence that the Constitution is not national, but federal. Madison then goes on to explain where each branch of the government derives its power from, and whether they are national or federal. Madison explains that the House of Representatives “derives its powers from the people and the people will be represented in the same proportion, and on the same principle, as they are in the legislature of a particular state” (Madison, 3). Madison also states for the House of Representatives that “so far the government is national, not federal.” (Madison, 3). For the Senate, Madison states that the power is from the states “as political and coequal societies” (Madison, 3) and that at this point, the government is federal, not national. For the executive branch, Madison explains that their power is “derived from a compound ‘source” (Madison, 3), and that the immediate election of the President is “made by states in their political characters” (Madison, 3). At this point, it is obvious from these three branches that “the government appears to be of a mixed character, presenting at least as many federal as national features” states Madison on page three of Federalist 39.
In his last few paragraphs before wrapping up Federalist 39, Madison describes the differences between a Federalist form of government and a National one in relation to the operations of the government. He states once again that the Constitution is national, not federal and that “the operation of the government on the people, in their individual capacities, in its ordinary and most essential proceedings, may, on the whole, designate it, in this relation, a national government” (Madison, 4). I agree with this statement, because in Articles II and III of the Constitution where it states the operation of the government under each branch, we see examples of how the government operates under the rules of a more national government. Madison then goes on to show that if the government is national in relation to the operation of its powers, “it changes its aspect again when we contemplate it in relation to the extent of its powers” (Madison, 4). He explains that in the extent of its powers, the government is “not only an authority over the individual citizens, but an indefinite supremacy over all persons and things, so far as they are objects of lawful government” (Madison, 4). This supremacy that Madison is explaining is completely vested in the national legislature. Under this supremacy, Madison explains that “all local authorities are subordinate to the supreme and may be controlled, directed, or abolished by its (the Supremes’) pleasure” (Madison, 4) We see this made clear in the Constitution under Article I, Section X. Madison then goes on to explain that though the government has supremacy over the local governments, “the local and municipal authorities form distinct and independent portions of the supremacy, no more subject, within their respective spheres, to the general authority, than the general authority is subject to them, within its own sphere” (Madison, 4). Unlike the operation of the government’s powers “the proposed government cannot be deemed a national one; since its jurisdiction extends to certain enumerated objects only, and leaves to the several states a residuary and inviolable sovereignty over all other objects” (Madison, 4). Madison then explains that each of the different smaller and larger governments will have their own jurisdictions, and if there are any controversies about their jurisdiction, a tribunal, established under the general government, will ultimately decide. The tribunal will make their decisions impartially “according to the rules of the Constitution; and all the usual and most effectual precautions are taken to secure this impartiality” (Madison, 4).
In his final paragraph before concluding his paper, Madison goes on to explain that when it comes to the authority by which amendments are to be made, the government is neither wholly national nor wholly federal. “Were it wholly national, the supreme and ultimate authority would reside in the majority of the people of the Union; and this authority would be competent at all times, like that of a majority of every national society, to alter or abolish its established government. Were it wholly federal, on the other hand, the concurrence of each state in the Union would be essential to every alteration that would be binding on all” (Madison, 4). Madison goes on to explain that the convention is not founded on solely the principles of a national government or solely the principles of a federal government. In the final few sentences, Madison goes on to contemplate whether the government, in relation to amendments, is federal or national, and finally concludes that in deferent scenarios, it changes between being National or Federal, and does not essentially take on one form. 
Madison finally concludes the essay with stating that “The proposed Constitution, therefore, [even when tested by the rules laid down by its antagonists] is, in strictness, neither a national or a federal Constitution, but a composition of both” (Madison, 5). He then goes on to explain again what he stated about the government in his paper, and concludes that even with certain things in the Constitution going one way or the other, the Constitution as a whole is of neither a wholly Federal form, nor a wholly National one. 
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