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Incumbency advantage can be best defined as those factors that directly or indirectly might increase the chances of an incumbent candidate for reelection. Most popular tradition factors for incumbents, include: candidate getting a higher media exposure than those of his/her opponents (2) the psychological perspective of voters to relate more to "people" rather than a party and (3) subjective preferences of voters to settle for "the devil they know" than the "angel they don't know. The increasing advantages of incumbency have had a negative influence on representation as well as electoral responsiveness.
 Incumbency directly relates to rising in redistricting. According to Issacharoff (2002), redistricting is being used by incumbents to promote partisanship through their creation of safe seats. For the duo political parties (Democrats and Republicans) to be dominant to opt to increase their number of safe places through legislation. Redistricting turns the entire concept of democracy upside down since the constituents are longer choosing their politicians. With such a creation, incumbent disadvantage political competition by making it difficult for new entrants. How will democracy prevail if the dominant party is in charge of selecting voters for its opponents? With this kind of an environment, the status quo remains as partisan politics that cultivates gerrymandering.
 The two dominant political parties have designed a system of gerrymandering that creates a cartel-like system. In this system, every member of the duopolistic cartel settles on ways of dividing the political turf. Hence, as it fits their interests and cools off any objection that arises from a potential entrant into their zone, for arbitrarily drawn districts, you will observe a well-drawn even division between republican and democratic adherents and a few independent doses of voters to sanctify the process. With such a creation, it will be difficult to emerge a victor in that race, so as a measure, the two parties agree on a split strategy to create safe seats. This directly translates to an impossible position for an independent candidate to win. According to madison’s argument(Epstein, 2008), he would have been opposing the strides being done by the duopolistic as this amounts to faction a situation where group interests are favored than the interest of the public.
	It is without an opposition that the incumbency advantage has altered the patterns of electoral responsiveness and representation in the united states elections. There might merit to this outcome of the event; however, the side effects of it are far much worse. For democracy to prevail in the united states, new entrants shouldn't be barred by factors created by their dominant opponents. And what is the essence of calling the country a democratic one if your public interest comes second to special interests?
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