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WHERE WE ARE 

We are in chapters 5 and 6 of our textbook: Interest Groups and Political Parties, Voting, and Elections. 

 

The Founders referred to interest groups as “factions” and were generally concerned about them.  

One of the arguments for a stronger national government was that powers of individual interest groups 

would be diluted in the context of a larger government.  

 

Think of a pond and a large lake. “A big fish” in a pond is not so big a “fish” in a large lake because there 

are probably more “fish” in a large lake than in a small pond. 

See the Federalist No. 10 by James Madison. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federalist_No._10 

In other words, factions are “bad,” and the solution is more of them because in a large enough number 

they tend to cancel one another out. 

There were no formal POLITICAL PARTIES at the time of the ratification of the proposed constitution. 

Political parties are FACTIONS, and INTEREST GROUPS are also factions. A fraction is any group of people 

or organizations (such as corporations or unions) that becomes organized for the purpose of trying to 

affect political outcomes. 

Factions are inevitable. In a democracy, “factions” are necessary. Factions are the essence of pluralism. 

Factions allow many individual voices to be aggregated into two or more (hopefully) coherent 

expressions of positions about subjects of interest. Otherwise, you have only a “mob” of voices that 

become only noise. 

Social media today provides a means of many individuals (and bots) expressing themselves but, to my 

knowledge, there is no way that those voices self-organize into coherent/reasonable statements of 

interests. Social media produce “echo rooms” in which people only hear what they already know and 

believe. This is not the basis of reason. It becomes a platform for narrow-minded shouting among 

people who may have no hope or faith in reason, which is the basis of democracy. 

Is there an upper limit on the size of a meaningful representative democracy? At what point does direct 

democracy become impossible? At what point might representative democracy become impractical?  

 



IS THERE A WAY TO DESIGN SOCIAL MEDIA TO EXTEND THE SCALE OF DEMOCRATIC SELF-GOVERNANCE? 

Okay, back to “reality” as we know it today. 

First, not all factions are the same. 

Interest groups and political parties are different. They (are supposed to) serve to aggregate PUBLIC 

OPINION through different ways. They do not organize elections in the same way, for example. 

 For some reason, the United States has always had only two major political parties. Why is that? 

The most powerful interest groups are narrowly focused. The “do one thing.”  

“Selfish” interest groups are more likely to be well-financed by their members. 

“Rich” interests are more likely than “poor” interests to be well-organized and to be represented 

effectively in the halls of political power. 

Future generations are not (in my opinion) well represented in the present systems.  

It does not all boil down the “right” and “left,” (or conservative and liberal/progressive). It often boils 

down to “pockets” – as in where the money is going.  

“Good government” interest groups are not likely to be as well-funded as interest groups that represent 

the ECONOMIC INTERESTS of someone.  

Interest groups tend to pull together people with SIMILAR INTEREST IN OUTCOMES who may or may not 

care about an issue for the same reason. Not everyone who identifies with an interest group identified 

for the same reason.  

Some interest groups are IDENTITY BASED. Others are more based on economic/money concerns or 

(often religious) values/beliefs. When a person has MULTIPLE REASONS to identify with an interest 

group, he or she is likely to be very motivated.  

When people become “one issue” citizens, how can they engage in what citizenship should involve? 

How is it possible to govern and hold together a nation if most citizens are “one issue” citizens?  

Organized interest groups employ professional lobbyists. Former elected politicians (especially members 

of Congress) often become lobbyists after leaving elected office.  

Lobbyists are not “bad” people, especially if you believe that the common good somehow emerges from 

contests among many interests. (See Federalist No. 10.)  

Like an attorney in court, they are expected to MAKE THE BEST CASE of their client. They also can be 

valuable sources of information. If they are dishonest, they are not likely to last.  

Bureaucrats should also participate in policy making in constructive and appropriate ways. A public 

administrator’s interest is this or her agency. They are sources of information. If they are dishonest, they 

are not likely to continue to be effective in their participation in public policy. 

 

 



 

 

 

Chapter 6 POLITICAL PARTIES, VOTING AND ELECTIONS 

 

 

“I am not a member of any 

organized party – I am a 

Democrat.” 

 

Will Rogers 

Picture source: Wikipedia.org 

 

 

There was once a time when political parties in the United States both had stronger leadership and were 

more “grounded in the grassroots.”  

 

In that day and time, I don’t think someone like Donald Trump could have become president of the 

United States. It was a day in which people “paid their dues” and worked their way up through a system. 

Today, the parties are more like placeholders. Almost anyone can pay and fee and run for almost any 

office.  



 

There is little “vetting.” Candidates are more on their own. They can run with their own money, or with 

money from interest groups (within the laws).  

POLITICAL PARTIES ARE ORGANIZED AT THE NATIONAL, STATE AND LOCAL LEVELS 

Even in cities in which elected elections may be "non-partisan," everyone knows who the Democrats are 

and who the Republicans are. 

There is no particular reason why FISCAL CONSERVATIVES tend to be SOCIAL CONSERVATIVES. But LABEL 

tends to determine beliefs and not the other way around.  

We are a nation of teams, and politics is processed like SPORTING EVENTS in our brains. 

Elections are managed by state and local governments. and by the parties at those levels. Ballots are 

designed and handled in different ways in the different states. 

George W. Bush may have become president in part because of the "butterfly ballot" design in Florida. 

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS FOR THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES are drawn by political leaders at the 

state level. GERRYMANDERING refers to drawing the lines to favor one party or the other. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gerrymandering 

ORIGINALLY, U.S. Senators were selected by the state legislatures and they represented state 

governments. The Constitution was amended in 1913 (by 17th Amendment) to provide for the direct 

election of senators by the citizens who vote in the states. (Each state has two U.S. Senators.) 

Representation in the House is based on districts with approximately equal populations. So, there are 

move U.S. Representatives from large states like Texas than from small states like Rhode Island. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS depend upon votes in the ELECTORAL COLLEGE and not the popular vote. This 

is not part of the Constitution (to my knowledge). It forces candidates for president to think in terms of 

states rather than in terms of citizens.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electoral_college 

Members of the electoral college usually vote based on how citizens voted in the state, but they don't 

have to. To me, the Electoral College is like the circuit breaker in my electrical system at home. It can 

prevent a bad things from happening. Many people believe that presidential elections should be based 

on the popular vote and not the Electoral College. 
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