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ANSWER,

Mr. Jay, in his letter to Mr. Vaughan, of Philadelphia, (printed in the
Maryland Journal, &c. of the 18th December) says, “You have my
nuthority to deny the change of sentiment it imputes to me, and to
declare that, in my opinion, it is advisable for the people of America to
adopt the constitution proposed by the late convention.” (What think ye
of this, gentlemen, is mr. Jay federal or anti-federal?—Is another better
acquainted with his sentiments, than he himself'is?)

I11.

It is asserted, in the Maryland Gazette, &c. of the 1 1th December, under
the Baltimore head, that Mr. Ellsworth, of Connecticul, WITHDREW FROM
THE CONVENTION.””®

ANSWER.

Mr. Ellsworth and Mr. Sherman, in their joint letter, enclosing the
constitution to their legislature, (published in the Pennsylvania Hevald,
of the 10th November ult.)® say, “We wish it may meet the approbation of
the several states, and be the means of securing their rights, and
lengthening out their tranquility.” (The sentiments contained in the
letter just mentioned, are by no means congenial with the insinuation,
that mr. Ellsworth withdrew from the convention from motives of
dislike to its proceedings.)

Iv.

Mr. Richard Henry Lee, in a letter to the Governor of Virginia,
(published “by the request of several Gentlemen,” in the Maryland
Journal, &c. of last Friday) says, “It has hitherto been supposed a
fundamental maxim, that in governments rightly balanced, the
different branches of legislature should be unconnected, and that the
legislative and executive powers, should be separate.””

ANSWER.

In the British constitution, which is thought to be the best balanced in
the world, the legislative and executive powers are not separate,
Montesquieu, speaking on this subject, says, the executive power ought
to have a share in the legislature by the power of rejecting; otherwise it
would soon be stripped of its prerogative.® (Whose judgment, in regard
to the affairs of government, ought to have most weight, simple Dick’s, or
the great MONTESQUIEU’s?)

V.

Mr. Richard Henry Lee says, in the same publication, “the president iy
for four years duration, (and Virginia for example) has one vote of
thirteen in the choice of him, and this thirteenth vote not of the people,
but electors, two removes from the people.”
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7. Richard Henry Lee's letter of 16 October was first published in the Peterabury
Virginia Gazette on 6 December (CC:825) and rveprinted in the Maryland Journal on 21
December,

B. Spirit of Laws, 1, Book XI, chapter VI, 228-31,

9. On 28 December an errata in the Maryland Journal stated that five states, not
four, had bills of rights. Only one other newspaper and the American Museum printed
this correction.

10. See CC:35b, note 1.

378. Publius: The Federalist 27
New York Packet, 25 December
Alexander Hamilton wrote this essay, which was also printed in the New
York Journal on 25 December. It was reprinted in the New York Daily Advertiser
and the New York Independent Journal on 26 December,
For a general discussion of the authorship, circulation, and impact of 7he
Federalist, see CC:201.

The FEDERALIST, No. 27.
To the People of the State of New-York.

It has been urged in different shapes that a constitution of the kind
proposed by the Convention, cannot operate without the aid of a
military force to execute its laws. This however, like most other things
that have been alledged on that side, rests on mere general assertion;
unsupported by any precise or intelligible designation of the reasons
upon which it is founded. As far as I have beenable to divine the latent
meaning of the objectors, it seems to originate in a pre-supposition that
the people will be disinclined to the exercise of foederal authority in any
matter of an internal nature. Waving any exception that might be taken
to the inaccuracy or inexplicitness of the distinction between internal
and external, let us enquire what ground there is to pre-suppose that
disinclination in the people? Unless we presume, at the same time, that
the power of the General Government will be worse administered than
those of the State governments, there seems to be no room for the
presumption of ill-will, disaffection or opposition in the people, |
believe it may be laid down as a general rule, that their confidence in
and obedience to a government, will commonly be proportioned to the
goodness or badness of its administration. It must be admitted that
there are exceptions to this rule; but these exceptions depend so
entirely on accidental causes, that they cannot be considered as having
any relation to the intrinsic merits or demerits of a constitution. 'I'hese
can only be judged of by general principles and maxims.

Various reasons have been suggested in the course of these papers,
to induce a probability that the General Government will be better
administered than the particular governments: The principal of which
reasons are that the extension of the spheres of election will present a
greater option, or latitude of choice to the people, that through the
medium of the State Legislatures, which are select bodies of men, and
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