
THE PROBLEMS AND THE SOLUTIONS WITH FACTIONS IN THE

AMERICAN GOVERNMENT

government was superior to a direct democracy. â—‹ Describe Madison's solution to the problem of faction. â—‹ Identify
some provisions of the U.S.

Why so? The Virtues of Extensiveness The two attributes of extensiveness, already noted, that serve to control
the effects of faction are representation and the multiplicity and diversity of interests. Yet, it is also one they
have not chosen to explore with any intellectual rigor. Hard and painful choices will have to be made as
resources become scarcer. To the extent that proposals do not impair the accepted rights of others, there is
every presumption that the independent force will favor them if they are otherwise meritorious. Why are we to
assume majorities will almost always act in a manner consistent with the public good? Far from it: the
presumption would have to be precisely the opposite. These groups are only involved for their own benefit and
would be indifferent to the individual rights of other citizens as a whole, only hoping to further their own
ideas. The diversity in the faculties of men, from which the rights of property originate, is not less an
insuperable obstacle to a uniformity of interests. The means by which their effects will be controlled relate
only to the noninstitutional factors associated with extensiveness that we have already noted. Moreover, we
should not expect consistency in their application given the practical bent of the Framers. With this before us
we are able to perceive why nonfactious groups are in a far better position to achieve their ends through the
system, and why it is that factions face almost insurmountable obstacles. The characteristics of this ideology
hardly need recounting here. Madison was able to counter that the districts would be no larger than those
found in certain of the existing states. Indeed, it has been borne out over the years, nor is there any indication
that our leaders are about to change course. Put otherwise, our processes are viewed in terms of a collision of
interests where it is assumed that the outcome of the collision accords with the common good largely because
of the degree of consensus behind it. Were our institutions designed to allow for popular control of
government or were they the product of men who actually feared republican government? In any event,
members of the independent force will be able to do those things good and virtuous representatives should do:
act in the true interest of the country. The campaigns promise to be open contests wherein the voters will more
likely be freed from the pernicious influences that all too frequently afflict small electoral districts. The friend
of popular governments never finds himself so much alarmed for their character and fate, as when he
contemplates their propensity to this dangerous vice. There are two methods of curing the mischiefs of faction:
the one, by removing its causes; the other, by controlling its effects. The difference between those who have
and those who do not has always existed throughout human history, thus making it. And even after his change
of heart concerning the need for a bill of rights, it is apparent from his own language that he holds out limited
and guarded prospects regarding their efficacy in curbing majority factions: It may be thought that all paper
barriers against the power of the community are too weak to be worthy of attention.


