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2010 Federalist. No. 15, Border Protection 

 

Article. IV. Section. 4. of the Constitution states: 

 
The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a Republican Form of Government, 

and shall protect each of them against Invasion; and on Application of the Legislature, or of the 

Executive (when the Legislature cannot be convened), against domestic Violence. 

 

FEDERALIST No. 25 

The Same Subject Continued 
(The Powers Necessary to the Common Defense Further Considered)  
From the New York Packet. 
Friday, December 21, 1787. 
Alexander Hamilton  

To the People of the State of New York 

 
 
The territories of Britain, Spain, and of the Indian nations in our neighborhood do not border on 
particular States, but encircle the Union from Maine to Georgia. The danger, though in different 
degrees, is therefore common. And the means of guarding against it ought, in like manner, to be 
the objects of common councils and of a common treasury. It happens that some States, from 
local situation, are more directly exposed. New York is of this class. Upon the plan of separate 
provisions, New York would have to sustain the whole weight of the establishments requisite to 
her immediate safety, and to the mediate or ultimate protection of her neighbors. This would 
neither be equitable as it respected New York nor safe as it respected the other States. Various 
inconveniences would attend such a system. The States, to whose lot it might fall to support the 
necessary establishments, would be as little able as willing, for a considerable time to come, to 
bear the burden of competent provisions. The security of all would thus be subjected to the 
parsimony, improvidence, or inability of a part. If the resources of such part becoming more 
abundant and extensive, its provisions should be proportionally enlarged, the other States would 
quickly take the alarm at seeing the whole military force of the Union in the hands of two or three 
of its members, and those probably amongst the most powerful. They would each choose to have 
some counterpoise, and pretenses could easily be contrived. In this situation, military 
establishments, nourished by mutual jealousy, would be apt to swell beyond their natural or 
proper size; and being at the separate disposal of the members, they would be engines for the 
abridgment or demolition of the national authority. 
 

FEDERALIST No. 29 

Concerning the Militia 
From the Daily Advertiser. 
Thursday, January 10, 1788 
Alexander Hamilton  
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To the People of the State of New York:  

THE power of regulating the militia, and of commanding its services in times of insurrection and 
invasion are natural incidents to the duties of superintending the common defense, and of 
watching over the internal peace of the Confederacy.  

It requires no skill in the science of war to discern that uniformity in the organization and discipline 
of the militia would be attended with the most beneficial effects, whenever they were called into 
service for the public defense. It would enable them to discharge the duties of the camp and of 
the field with mutual intelligence and concert an advantage of peculiar moment in the operations 
of an army; and it would fit them much sooner to acquire the degree of proficiency in military 
functions which would be essential to their usefulness. This desirable uniformity can only be 
accomplished by confiding the regulation of the militia to the direction of the national authority. It 
is, therefore, with the most evident propriety, that the plan of the convention proposes to 
empower the Union "to provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, and for 
governing such part of them as may be employed in the service of the United States, 
RESERVING TO THE STATES RESPECTIVELY THE APPOINTMENT OF THE OFFICERS, 
AND THE AUTHORITY OF TRAINING THE MILITIA ACCORDING TO THE DISCIPLINE 
PRESCRIBED BY CONGRESS."  

FEDERALIST No. 43 

The Same Subject Continued 
(The Powers Conferred by the Constitution Further Considered)  
For the Independent Journal.  
James Madison  

 

 

A protection against invasion is due from every society to the parts composing it. The latitude of 
the expression here used seems to secure each State, not only against foreign hostility, but 
against ambitious or vindictive enterprises of its more powerful neighbors. The history, both of 
ancient and modern confederacies, proves that the weaker members of the union ought not to be 
insensible to the policy of this article.  

Protection against domestic violence is added with equal propriety. It has been remarked, that 
even among the Swiss cantons, which, properly speaking, are not under one government, 
provision is made for this object; and the history of that league informs us that mutual aid is 
frequently claimed and afforded; and as well by the most democratic, as the other cantons. A 
recent and well-known event among ourselves has warned us to be prepared for emergencies of 
a like nature.  

At first view, it might seem not to square with the republican theory, to suppose, either that a 
majority have not the right, or that a minority will have the force, to subvert a government; and 
consequently, that the federal interposition can never be required, but when it would be improper. 
But theoretic reasoning, in this as in most other cases, must be qualified by the lessons of 
practice. Why may not illicit combinations, for purposes of violence, be formed as well by a 
majority of a State, especially a small State as by a majority of a county, or a district of the same 
State; and if the authority of the State ought, in the latter case, to protect the local magistracy, 
ought not the federal authority, in the former, to support the State authority? Besides, there are 
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certain parts of the State constitutions which are so interwoven with the federal Constitution, that 
a violent blow cannot be given to the one without communicating the wound to the other. 
Insurrections in a State will rarely induce a federal interposition, unless the number concerned in 
them bear some proportion to the friends of government. It will be much better that the violence in 
such cases should be repressed by the superintending power, than that the majority should be 
left to maintain their cause by a bloody and obstinate contest. The existence of a right to 
interpose, will generally prevent the necessity of exerting it. 

 


