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Federalist 10, Federalist 51 and Anti-federalists

Federalist 10 is an essay composed by James Madison. It is the tenth of the Federalist papers which were initiated by Alexander Hamilton(Bradford, 2017).The central argument of the Federalist 10 is for the ratification of the constitution of the United States. Paper 10 is just a continuation of the subject of the previous paper: factions. This paper addresses the question of the ways to reconcile citizens with interests which are contrary to the rights of others or harmful to the interests of the community at large. 
Madison starts by defining a faction as a group of people who have similar economic interests and political opinions.According to Madison, factions were inevitable because of human nature. Human beings have differing opinions, have differing amounts of wealth and property. For this reason, people will form groups and fraternize with people similar to them. The reasons for the formation of factions are both serious and trivial but most of them stem from the unequal distribution of property. Factions will sometimes work against the interest of the public and infringe upon the rights of other people(Schattschneider, 2017). 
Madison offers two ways of controlling factions: to remove their causes and to control their effects. The first one is,however, impossible because the only way to remove the causes of faction is to destroy liberty or give all citizens the same passions, opinions,and interests which are all impossible. The causes of factions are part of the nature of man and their effects must be accepted. Madisonconcludes that the only way to limit the damage caused by the faction was by controlling its effects.
He argues that the creation of a republic system of government can help prevent the harm associated with factions. This is because he says, a large republic has many interests and the possibility of electing competent leaders is broader. His argument is purely against a small republic because in a small republic there will a lower variety of interests. A large and diverse republic would prevent factions.
	 James Madison published another essay “Federalist 51” in 1788, addressing the means by which appropriate checks and balances could be created bythe United States government. The essay also advocates for the separation of powers within the government. Federalist 51 explains how the new constitution was going to prevent government departments from intruding into the domains of each other and also giving citizens the power to prevent being abused by their elected representatives (Schattschneider, 2017). 
It advocates for the systemof checks and balances whereby the government is divided into different departments of conflicting powers and which balance each other. It also gives an explanation of how the rights of minorities were to be protected by the constitution. The independence of the departments was only possible if the members of each department had little as little control as possible towards the appointment of the members of other departments. This was only possible if the three branches of government- the executive, legislature and judiciary were elected by the citizens (Bradford, 2017). 
[bookmark: _GoBack] The Federalists differed with the Anti-federalists in many ways. To start with, while the Federalists advocated for the ratification of the constitution, the Anti-federalists opposed the creation of the federal government in the United States. Secondly, Federalists wanted a strong central government to rule the people directly and not through state governments whereas Anti-federalists wanted a weak central government that would perform the functions of government such as diplomacy and defense which could be performed better by one authority(Schiller, 2017).
Another difference between the two is that the federalists were proposing for a system with strong federal courts whereas the Anti-federalists wanted the limitation on the federal courts (Wilson, 2017).  Whereas the anti-federalists were against the federal government having the mandate to federalize the state militias, the Federalists were for this power. Again while the Federalists wanted a single commercial policy for the whole country, the Anti-federalists wanted flexibility in the commercial policies in order to meet the needs of people from different parts of the country. The only similarity between the twois that both were the first political parties in the United States(Bradford, 2017). 
In summary, both the Federalists and Anti-federalists contributed largely to the current constitution of America. The Anti-federalists contributed to the adoption of the Bill of Rights in the United States’Constitution while the federal system of governance in the United States isthe result of the Federalists. Therefore both are equally important to the current constitution of America(Cornell, 2016).
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