
 

 

Hear Ye, Hear Ye-Did you hear Me? 

A lesson plan for grade 8 
History 
21st Century Interdisciplinary Theme:  Civic Literacy 
By:  Denise C. Dooley of Albemarle Road Middle School, Charlotte, NC 

   
This lesson utilizes documents from the North Carolina State Government Publications Collection. 
Ensuring Democracy through Digital Access, a NC LSTA- funded grant project. 

Learning Outcome 

 The students will analyze a letter from President George Washington to the Governor of North Carolina regarding 
the state’s stance on the new Constitution.  They will then participate in a mock convention/debate to better 
understand the issues involved in ratifying the document.  Finally the students will pretend they were at the 
Constitutional Convention as a reporter.  The culminating activity will require the students to create a newspaper 
reporting on the various viewpoints of the Convention in a time-accurate periodical. 

Type of Activity: Document Analysis, Debate, and Report 

Materials/Resources Needed 

1. Letter from George Washington to the Governor’s Council   
URL:  http://digital.ncdcr.gov/u?/p15012coll11,120  

2. Constitutional Convention Website 
URL:  http://www.usconstitution.net/consttop_ccon.html 

3. Constitutional Convention Website (Directed for Debate) 
URL:  http://teachingamericanhistory.org/convention/lloyd.html 

4. Primary Source Document Analysis Sheet 
URL:  
http://www.archives.gov/education/lessons/worksheets/written_document_analysis_worksheet.pdf 

5. Microsoft publisher or blank newspaper template 
6. Ice Cream Cone Graphic Organizer 

URL:  http://www.eduplace.com/graphicorganizer/pdf/icecream.pdf 

Activity Sequence 

Day 1: 

1. For the lesson introduction have the students analyze the primary source document (George 
Washington to the Governor’s Council) without any prior information, other than what they 
have learned up to this point.  

2. Discuss the final question of the analysis which asks what is missing. 
3. Explain to the students that North Carolina and Rhode Island refused to sign the 

Constitution as it was originally written, but DO NOT tell them why. 
4. Divide the class up into five groups and pass out the handouts. 

a. Group 1 Madison and Virginia Plan 



 

 

b. Group 2 Sherman – The Connecticut Plan 
c. Group 3 New Jersey Plan 
d. Group 4 British Plan 
e. Group 5-“But” Group 

5. Have each group discuss their plan and each team member complete the ICE CREAM 
GRAPHIC ORGANIZER. 

6. The “But” group gets all the documents for comparison. They will later be used to entice the 
class to think about each plan. 

7. Each team is to elect a member for the HOT SEAT. 
8. Once all groups have completed the graphic organizer have the class arrange their desks in a 

large circle, students are not to sit next to someone from their original document group. 
9. Sit a chair in the center of the circle for the HOT SEAT representatives. 
10. Start with the Virginia Plan hot seat representative and have them sit in the center to 

present their plan. 
11. Students can ask questions, if no one opens up it is the responsibility of a member of the 

“BUT”  group to spur the debate. 

Day 2 

Create the Newspaper 

Assessment 

The Newspaper should serve as an assessment of mastery. 

Author’s Notes 

Students should have studied Shays’ Rebellion prior to his point and be aware that the Articles of Confederation 
was too weak a document to govern the United States. 

North Carolina Essential Standards 

8.H.1  Apply historical thinking to understand the creation and development of North Carolina and the United 
States. 

8.H.2  Understand the ways in which conflict, compromise and negotiation have shaped North Carolina and the 
United States. 

8.C&G.1 Analyze how democratic ideals shaped government in North Carolina and the United States. 

USH.H.2 Analyze key political, economic and social turning points in United States History using historical thinking. 

USH.H.4 Analyze how conflict and compromise have shaped politics, economics and culture in the United States. 

 

  



 

 

Group 1- The Virginia Plan 

The Central Features of the Virginia Plan  

Text of the Virginia Plan 

The Virginia Plan 

On Tuesday morning, May 29, Edmund Randolph, the tall, 34-year- old governor of Virginia, opened the debate 
with a long speech decrying the evils that had befallen the country under the Articles of Confederation and 
stressing the need for creating a strong national government. Randolph then outlined a broad plan that he and his 
Virginia compatriots had, through long sessions at the Indian Queen tavern, put together in the days preceding the 
convention. James Madison had such a plan on his mind for years. The proposed government had three branches--
legislative, executive, and judicial--each branch structured to check the other. Highly centralized, the government 
would have veto power over laws enacted by state legislatures. The plan, Randolph confessed, "meant a strong 
consolidated union in which the idea of states should be nearly annihilated." This was, indeed, the rat so offensive 
to Patrick Henry. 

The introduction of the so-called Virginia Plan at the beginning of the convention was a tactical coup. The 
Virginians had forced the debate into their own frame of reference and in their own terms. 

For 10 days the members of the convention discussed the sweeping and, to many delegates, startling Virginia 
resolutions. The critical issue, described succinctly by Gouverneur Morris on May 30, was the distinction between a 
federation and a national government, the "former being a mere compact resting on the good faith of the parties; 
the latter having a compleat and compulsive operation." Morris favored the latter, a "supreme power" capable of 
exercising necessary authority not merely a shadow government, fragmented and hopelessly ineffective. 

 

To correct these deficiencies, the Virginia Plan removed the state legislatures both structurally, and in terms of 
powers, from any place in the new continental arrangement. Most importantly,  

1. The National Legislature should consist of two branches.  
2. The people of each State should elect the First Branch of the National Legislature. The Second Branch of 

the National Legislature should be elected by the first.  
3. The National Legislature shall have power "to legislate in all cases to which the separate States are 

incompetent," and "to negative all laws passed by the States, contravening in the opinion of the National 
Legislature the articles of Union."  

4. The National Legislature shall elect a National Executive.  
5. The Executive and a number of National Judiciary will form a Council of Revision. This Council will review 

laws passed by the National Legislature and have the power to reject the laws, unless the National 
Legislature can pass the act again.  

6. The National Legislature will create the National Judiciary. The structure will consist of one or more 
supreme tribunals and inferior tribunals. Judges will be appointed for life, during good behavior.  

7. State Legislatures, Executives, and Judges are to be bound by oath to support the Articles.  
8. The new plan for government should be ratified by the people, through assemblies of representatives 

chosen by the people.  

 

 

  



 

 

Group 2 – The New Jersey Plan 

The New Jersey Plan 

This nationalist position revolted many delegates who cringed at the vision of a central government swallowing 
state sovereignty. On June 13 delegates from smaller states rallied around proposals offered by New Jersey 
delegate William Paterson. Railing against efforts to throw the states into "hotchpot," Paterson proposed a "union 
of the States merely federal." The "New Jersey resolutions" called only for a revision of the articles to enable the 
Congress more easily to raise revenues and regulate commerce. It also provided that acts of Congress and ratified 
treaties be "the supreme law of the States." 

For 3 days the convention debated Paterson's plan, finally voting for rejection. With the defeat of the New Jersey 
resolutions, the convention was moving toward creation of a new government, much to the dismay of many small-
state delegates. The nationalists, led by Madison, appeared to have the proceedings in their grip. In addition, they 
were able to persuade the members that any new constitution should be ratified through conventions of the 
people and not by the Congress and the state legislatures- -another tactical coup. Madison and his allies believed 
that the constitution they had in mind would likely be scuttled in the legislatures, where many state political 
leaders stood to lose power. The nationalists wanted to bring the issue before "the people," where ratification was 
more likely. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Group 3 - The Connecticut Compromise 

The Connecticut Compromise  

The Virginia Plan, introduced on May 29, was "wholly national." Of particular importance is the absence of any 
structural representation for the states. The general government shall have a bicameral legislative structure with 
neither branch elected by the states and with neither representing the states.  

On June 11, the delegates overwhelmingly agreed that the lower house should be based on population and elected 
by the people. The delegates rejected a proposal by Roger Sherman that supported popular representation in the 
lower house and equal representation for the states in the upper branch. 

On 19 June, the New Jersey Plan was defeated.  Ellsworth reintroduced the motion of June 11: equal 
representation for the states in the upper house with proportional representation in the lower house.  

For the first time, the case for the representation of the states was elevated from one of convenience to one of 
principle. Ellsworth declared, "We were partly national; partly federal. He trusted that on this middle ground a 
compromise would take place." On June 30, the youngest delegate, Jonathan Dayton of New Jersey—until then a 
pretty staunch nationalist—spoke for the first time: "We were partly federal, partly national in our Union," he 
declared. "And he did not see why the Govt. might (not) in some respects operate on the States, in others on the 
people."  

On July 2, the Ellsworth proposal was defeated on a tie vote: 5-5-1. Nevertheless, a Committee of 11—one 
delegate from each state—was created to seek a compromise on the representation question. The key to the 
Compromise was winning over such former wholly national supporters like Gerry and Mason. An often-overlooked 
component of the Compromise was the agreement that money bills would originate in the House and could not be 
amended in the Senate. This feature was vital in winning over Mason and Gerry, as well as Randolph who 
introduced the wholly national Virginia Plan. These three delegates were willing to buy into the partly national 
(popular representation in the House), partly federal (equal representation for the states in the Senate) 
arrangement if the principle of no taxation without popular representation was adhered to.  

On July 16, the delegates agreed (5-4-1) to the Gerry Committee Report, also known as the Connecticut 
Compromise. The losing delegates, Madison, Wilson, G. Morris, Pinckney, and King, decided not to challenge the 
outcome.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Group 4 – The British Plan 

 

Hamilton's Plan 

On June 18 Alexander Hamilton presented his own ideal plan of government. Erudite and polished, the speech, 
nevertheless, failed to win a following. It went too far. Calling the British government "the best in the world," 
Hamilton proposed a model strikingly similar an executive to serve during good behavior or life with veto power 
over all laws; a senate with members serving during good behavior; the legislature to have power to pass "all laws 
whatsoever." Hamilton later wrote to Washington that the people were now willing to accept "something not very 
remote from that which they have lately quitted." What the people had "lately quitted," of course, was monarchy. 
Some members of the convention fully expected the country to turn in this direction. Hugh Williamson of North 
Carolina, a wealthy physician, declared that it was "pretty certain . . . that we should at some time or other have a 
king." Newspaper accounts appeared in the summer of 1787 alleging that a plot was under way to invite the 
second son of George III, Frederick, Duke of York, the secular bishop of Osnaburgh in Prussia, to become "king of 
the United States." 
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Sources 

http://www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/constitution_history.html 

 

 


