CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US POLITICAL PARTIES
FORMATION

THE CoNsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1787 WAS A PIVOTAL MOMENT IN AMERICAN HISTORY, A GRAND ASSEMBLY WHERE
THE FOUNDATIONAL PRINCIPLES OF THE UNITED STATES WERE DEBATED AND ESTABLISHED. W/HILE THE PRIMARY OBJECTIVE WAS
TO DRAFT A NEW FRAMEWORK OF GOVERNMENT, THE SEEDS OF WHAT WOULD EVENTUALLY BECOME US POLITICAL PARTIES
WERE ALREADY BEING SOWN. UNDERSTANDING THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US POLITICAL PARTIES FORMATION REQUIRES
DELVING INTO THE DIVERSE IDEOLOGIES AND COMPETING INTERESTS PRESENT AMONG THE DELEGATES. THIS ARTICLE WILL EXPLORE
THE INITIAL DEBATES, THE COMPROMISES THAT SHAPED THE CONSTITUTION, AND HOW THESE EARLY DIVISIONS LAID THE
GROUNDWORK FOR THE EMERGENCE OF DISTINCT POLITICAL FACTIONS. WE WILL EXAMINE THE ROLES OF KEY FIGURES, THE
PREVAILING PHILOSOPHIES OF THE TIME, AND THE LASTING IMPACT OF THE CONVENTION'S PROCEEDINGS ON THE EVOLUTION OF
AMERICAN POLITICAL PARTY SYSTEMS.
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THe Genesis ofF DISAGREEMENT: PRE-CONVENTION PoLiTicAL CURRENTS

LONG BEFORE THE DELEGATES GATHERED IN PHILADELPHIAI THE FLEDGLING UNITED STATES WAS ALREADY A NATION OF DIFFERING
VIEWPOINTS. THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATIONI WHILE SERVING AS THE INITIAL GOVERNING DOCUMENT, HAD EXPOSED
SIGNIFICANT WEAKNESSES IN A SYSTEM THAT LACKED A STRONG CENTRAL AUTHORITY. THIS LED TO A CLEAR DIVIDE BETWEEN
THOSE WHO BELIEVED A MORE ROBUST FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WAS NECESSARY FOR NATIONAL SURVIVAL AND PROSPERITY, AND
THOSE WHO FEARED ANY ENCROACHMENT ON STATE SOVEREIGNTY AND INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES. THESE UNDERLYING TENSIONS,
THOUGH NOT YET FORMALIZED INTO PARTIES, REPRESENTED THE FOUNDATIONAL FAULT LINES THAT WOULD INFLUENCE
DISCUSSIONS AT THE CONVENTION AND FORESHADOW THE EVENTUAL FORMATION OF POLITICAL PARTIES.

THE ECONOMIC LANDSCAPE ALSO PLAYED A CRUCIAL ROLE. STATES HAD VARYING ECONOMIC INTERESTS, WITH SOME HEAVILY
RELIANT ON AGRICULTURE AND OTHERS ON BURGEONING COMMERCE. DEBATES OVER ISSUES LIKE INTERSTATE TRADE, TAXATION,
AND DEBT REPAYMENT EXPOSED THESE DIVERGENT ECONOMIC REALITIES. FOR INSTANCE, THE FARMERS OF WESTERN
MASSACHUSETTS, BURDENED BY DEBT AND HIGH TAXES, HAD RECENTLY ENGAGED IN SHAYS' REBELLION, A STARK REMINDER OF
THE CHALLENGES POSED BY A WEAK CENTRAL GOVERNMENT UNABLE TO EFFECTIVELY MANAGE ECONOMIC UNREST. THIS EVENT,
MORE THAN ANY OTHER, GALVANIZED SUPPORT FOR A STRONGER NATIONAL UNION AMONG MANY INFLUENTIAL FIGURES.

FURTHERMORE, PHILOSOPHICAL DIFFERENCES REGARDING HUMAN NATURE AND THE IDEAL FORM OF GOVERNMENT \WERE DEEPLY
INGRAINED. ENLIGHTENMENT THINKERS HAD PROVIDED A RICH INTELLECTUAL TAPESTRY FROM WHICH DELEGATES DREW THEIR
ARGUMENTS. CONCEPTS OF NATURAL RIGHTS, REPUBLICANISM, AND THE BALANCE OF POWERS WERE INTERPRETED DIFFERENTLY BY
MEN WITH VARYING LEVELS OF EXPERIENCE AND EXPOSURE TO GOVERNANCE. T HESE ABSTRACT DEBATES, WHILE SEEMINGLY
THEORETICAL, HAD VERY PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS FOR HOW POWER SHOULD BE STRUCTURED AND EXERCISED WITHIN THE NEW
NATION. THE QUESTION OF WHETHER THE POPULACE COULD BE TRUSTED WITH DIRECT POLITICAL POWER OR IF A MORE INDIRECT,
REPRESENTATIVE SYSTEM WAS NEEDED WAS A CONSTANT UNDERCURRENT IN PRE-CONVENTION DISCUSSIONS.

SHAPING THE FRAMEWORK: DEBATES AND THEIR POLITICAL RAMIFICATIONS

THe CoNsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION ITSELF WAS A CRUCIBLE OF INTENSE DEBATE, WITH DELEGATES REPRESENTING A WIDE
SPECTRUM OF OPINIONS. THE VERY STRUCTURE OF REPRESENTATION IN THE NEW GOVERNMENT BECAME A MAJOR POINT OF
CONTENTION. THE VIRGINIA PLAN, PROPOSED BY EDMUND RANDOLPH AND LARGELY SHAPED BY JAMES MADISON, ADVOCATED



FOR A STRONG NATIONAL GOVERNMENT WITH A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE WHERE REPRESENTATION \WOULD BE BASED ON STATE
POPULATION. THIS PLAN WAS FAVORED BY LARGER STATES EAGER TO LEVERAGE THEIR DEMOGRAPHIC ADVANTAGE.

IN DIRECT OPPOSITION, THE I\IE\X/JERSEY PLAN, INTRODUCED BY W/ILLIAM PATERSON, PROPOSED A UNICAMERAL LEGISLATURE
WITH EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR ALL STATES, MIRRORING THE STRUCTURE OF THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION. THIS PLAN
FOUND STRONG SUPPORT AMONG THE SMALLER STATES, WHO FEARED BEING DOMINATED BY THEIR MORE POPULOUS NEIGHBORS
UNDER THE VIRGINIA PLAN. THE CLASH BETWEEN THESE TWO PROPOSALS WAS NOT MERELY A PROCEDURAL DISAGREEMENT; IT
REPRESENTED A FUNDAMENTAL DEBATE ABOUT THE NATURE OF THE UNION ITSELF — WHETHER IT WAS A CONFEDERATION OF
SOVEREIGN STATES OR A SINGLE, UNIFIED NATION.

Bevonp REPRESENTATION, DELEGATES GRAPPLED WITH THE BALANCE OF POWER BETWEEN THE EXECUTIVE, LEGISLATIVE, AND
JUDICIAL BRANCHES. THE IDEA OF AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY, FOR EXAMPLE, WAS NOT UNIVERSALLY ACCEPTED. SoMEe
DELEGATES WORRIED ABOUT THE POTENTIAL FOR AN OVERLY POWERFUL COURT, WHILE OTHERS SAW IT AS ESSENTIAL FOR
UPHOLDING THE RULE OF LAW AND PROTECTING INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS. THE CREATION OF A SINGLE EXECUTIVE VERSUS A COUNCIL,
AND THE EXTENT OF THE PRESIDENT’'S POWERS, WERE ALSO SUBJECTS OF VIGOROUS DEBATE. EACH DECISION MADE DURING THESE
DEBATES HAD POLITICAL RAMIFICATIONS, AS DIFFERENT PROPOSALS APPEALED TO DIFFERENT INTERESTS AND IDEOLOGIES, THUS
LAYING THE GROUNDWORK FOR FUTURE POLITICAL ALIGNMENTS.

THE FEDERALISTS VvS. ANTI-FEDERALISTS: EARLY SEEDS OF PARTY DIVISION

\W/HILE FORMAL POLITICAL PARTIES DID NOT EXIST DURING THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION, THE DEBATES AND EMERGING
FACTIONS CLEARLY FORESHADOWED THEIR LATER DEVELOPMENT. THE MOST PROMINENT DIVISION WAS BETWEEN THOSE WHO
SUPPORTED THE PROPOSED CONSTITUTION AND THOSE WHO OPPOSED IT. THESE GROUPS, THOUGH NOT YET STRUCTURED
PARTIES, FUNCTIONED AS NASCENT POLITICAL MOVEMENTS WITH DISTINCT IDEOLOGIES AND OBJECTIVES.

THE PROPONENTS OF THE CONSTITUTION, WHO WOULD EVENTUALLY COALESCE INTO THE FEDERALIST PARTY, ARGUED FOR ITS
NECESSITY IN CREATING A STABLE AND PROSPEROUS NATION. THEY BELIEVED THAT A STRONGER FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WAS
ESSENTIAL FOR REGULATING COMMERCE, PROVIDING NATIONAL SECURITY, AND ENSURING DOMESTIC TRANQUILITY. FIGURES LIKE
JAMES MADISON, ALEXANDER HAMILTON, ANDJOHN ADAMS WERE INSTRUMENTAL IN ARTICULATING AND DEFENDING THE MERITS
OF THE NEW SYSTEM. THEIR ARGUMENTS OFTEN EMPHASIZED THE DANGERS OF UNCHECKED DEMOCRACY AND THE NEED FOR A
GOVERNMENT CAPABLE OF DECISIVE ACTION.

CONVERSELY, THE OPPONENTS, WHO WOULD BECOME KNOWN AS THE ANTI‘I:EDERALISTS, HARBORED DEEP SUSPICIONS OF
CENTRALIZED POWER. THEY FEARED THAT THE CONSTITUTION GRANTED TOO MUCH AUTHORITY TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
AT THE EXPENSE OF THE STATES AND INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES. PROMINENT ANTI‘I:EDERALISTS, SUCH AS PATRICK HENRY AND
GEORGE MASON, ARGUED THAT THE DOCUMENT LACKED A BILL OF RIGHTS TO EXPLICITLY PROTECT FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS.
THEIR CONCERNS OFTEN REVOLVED AROUND THE POTENTIAL FOR TYRANNY AND THE EROSION OF THE REPUBLICAN IDEALS FOR
WHICH THE REVOLUTION WAS FOUGHT. THE RATIFICATION DEBATES BECAME A CRUCIAL STAGE FOR THESE IDEOLOGICAL
BATTLES, EFFECTIVELY MOBILIZING PUBLIC OPINION AND SOLIDIFYING THESE EARLY POLITICAL ALIGNMENTS.

Key COMPROMISES AND THEIR IMPACT ON FACTIONALISM

THE success of THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION HINGED ON ITS ABILITY TO FORGE COMPROMISES AMIDST DEEP DIVISIONS.
THESE COMPROMISES, WHILE ESSENTIAL FOR THE CONSTITUTION'S ADOPTION, ALSO HIGHLIGHTED THE DIFFERING INTERESTS
THAT WOULD CONTINUE TO FUEL POLITICAL FACTIONALISM. THE GREAT COMPROMISE, ALSO KNOWN AS THE CONNECTICUT
COMPROMISE, WAS A CRUCIAL TURNING POINT. |T RESOLVED THE REPRESENTATION DISPUTE BY CREATING A BICAMERAL
LEGISLATURE: THE SENATE, WITH EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR ALL STATES, AND THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, WITH
REPRESENTATION BASED ON POPULATION.

THIS COMPROMISE APPEASED BOTH LARGE AND SMALL STATES BUT ALSO ENSHRINED A STRUCTURAL DIFFERENCE THAT WOULD
HAVE LASTING POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS. THE SENATE, WITH ITS EQUAL REPRESENTATION, PROVIDED A SIGNIFICANT VOICE FOR
LESS POPULOUS STATES, A FEATURE THAT WOULD BE CHAMPIONED BY FACTIONS ADVOCATING FOR STATES' RIGHTS. THE

House oF REPRESENTATIVES, ON THE OTHER HAND, GAVE GREATER WEIGHT TO MORE POPULOUS STATES, ALIGNING WITH THE



INTERESTS OF THOSE WHO FAVORED A MORE NATIONALLY ORIENTED GOVERNMENT.

ANOTHER CONTENTIOUS ISSUE WAS SLAVERY. THE THREE-FIFTHS COMPROMISE, WHICH COUNTED ENSLAVED INDIVIDUALS AS
THREE-FIFTHS OF A PERSON FOR BOTH REPRESENTATION AND TAXATION, WAS A DEEPLY CONTROVERSIAL AGREEMENT. IT
ALLOWED SOUTHERN STATES TO INCREASE THEIR POLITICAL POWER IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES WHILE AVOIDING
DIRECT TAXATION ON ENSLAVED PEOPLE. THIS COMPROMISE, WHILE SAVING THE UNION AT THE TIME, EMBEDDED A FUNDAMENTAL
MORAL AND POLITICAL CONFLICT THAT WOULD PLAGUE THE NATION FOR DECADES, CONTRIBUTING TO REGIONAL DIVISIONS AND
ULTIMATELY PLAYING A SIGNIFICANT ROLE IN THE FORMATION OF PARTIES ALIGNED WITH SLAVEHOLDING AND ABOLITIONIST
INTERESTS.

THe CONSTITUTION'S SILENCE ON PARTIES AND THE INEVITABLE RISE

|NTERESTINGLY, THE U.S. CONSTITUTION MAKES NO EXPLICIT MENTION OF POLITICAL PARTIES. THE FRAMERS, HAVING
WITNESSED THE RISE OF FACTIONS IN ANCIENT REPUBLICS AND EUROPEAN MONARCHIES, LARGELY VIEWED PARTIES WITH
SUSPICION AND AS POTENTIAL THREATS TO THE STABILITY OF GOVERNMENT. THEY HOPED THAT THE STRUCTURE OF THE
CONSTITUTION, WITH ITS CHECKS AND BALANCES, WOULD MITIGATE THE DANGERS OF FACTIONALISM.JAMES MADISON, IN
FEDERALIST PAPER NoO. -|O, FAMOUSLY DISCUSSED THE DANGERS OF FACTIONS BUT ARGUED THAT THE PROPOSED REPUBLIC, BY
ITS VERY SIZE AND STRUCTURE, WOULD CONTROL THEIR EFFECTS.

HO\X/EVER/ THE VERY ACT OF RATIFYING THE CONSTITUTION AND THEN GOVERNING UNDER IT CREATED THE CONDITIONS FOR
PARTIES TO EMERGE ORGANICALLY. THE DIFFERING INTERPRETATIONS OF THE CONSTITUTION'S CLAUSES, PARTICULARLY
REGARDING THE SCOPE OF FEDERAL POWER, QUICKLY LED TO DISTINCT POLITICAL VIEWPOINTS. THE DEBATE OVER THE CREATION
OF A NATIONAL BANK, CHAMPIONED BY ALEXANDER HAMILTON, BECAME A MAJOR CATALYST. THOMASJEFFERSON AND HIS ALLIES
VEHEMENTLY OPPOSED IT, VIEWING IT AS AN UNCONSTITUTIONAL EXPANSION OF FEDERAL AUTHORITY AND A BOON TO MONIED
INTERESTS.

THIS FUNDAMENTAL DISAGREEMENT OVER THE INTERPRETATION OF THE CONSTITUTION AND THE ROLE OF THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT IN ECONOMIC MATTERS BECAME THE BEDROCK UPON WHICH THE FIRST MAJOR POLITICAL PARTIES, THE FEDERALISTS
AND THE DEMOCRATIC‘REPUBLICANS/ WERE BUILT. THE DEBATES SURROUNDING FOREIGN POLICY, SUCH AS THE FRENCH
REVOLUTION AND ITS IMPACT ON AMERICAN ALLIANCES, FURTHER SOLIDIFIED THESE DIVISIONS. THE PRESIDENCY OF GEORGE
WASHINGTON, WHILE ATTEMPTING TO REMAIN ABOVE PARTY POLITICS, ULTIMATELY SAW THE EMERGENCE OF THESE COMPETING
FACTIONS, DEMONSTRATING THAT EVEN A CAREFULLY CRAFTED DOCUMENT COULD NOT PREVENT THE NATURAL HUMAN
TENDENCY TO FORM GROUPS AROUND SHARED BELIEFS AND INTERESTS.

LEGACY OF THE CONVENTION IN MODERN PARTY FORMATION

THE DEBATES AND COMPROMISES OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1 787, WHILE NOT DIRECTLY FORMING POLITICAL
PARTIES, UNDENIABLY LAID THE FOUNDATION FOR THEIR EVENTUAL EMERGENCE AND EVOLUTION IN THE UNITED STATES. THE
INHERENT TENSIONS BETWEEN FEDERAL POWER AND STATES’ RIGHTS, ESTABLISHED THROUGH COMPROMISES LIKE THE GREAT
COMPROMISE, CONTINUE TO BE CENTRAL THEMES IN AMERICAN POLITICAL DISCOURSE AND PARTY PLATFORMS. THE ONGOING
DEBATE OVER THE APPROPRIATE ROLE OF GOVERNMENT, WHETHER IN ECONOMIC REGULATION, SOCIAL POLICY, OR FOREIGN
AFFAIRS, CAN TRACE ITS ROOTS BACK TO THE DIVERGENT PHILOSOPHIES PRESENT IN PHILADELPHIA.

THE VERY ACT OF CREATING A SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT THAT REQUIRES THE AGGREGATION OF DIVERSE INTERESTS INTO
BROADER POLITICAL MOVEMENTS UNDERSCORES THE CONVENTION'S INDIRECT INFLUENCE. W/HILE THE FRAMERS MAY HAVE FEARED
FACTIONS, THEY INADVERTENTLY CREATED A POLITICAL ARENA WHERE SUCH GROUPS WOULD INEVITABLY FORM TO ARTICULATE
AND ADVOCATE FOR THEIR INTERESTS. THE MECHANISMS OF REPRESENTATION, THE BALANCE OF POWERS, AND THE VERY NATURE
OF THE REPUBLIC ESTABLISHED AT THE CONVENTION PROVIDE THE FRAMEWORK WITHIN WHICH MODERN POLITICAL PARTIES
OPERATE AND COMPETE FOR POWER.

THE LEGACY IS ALSO EVIDENT IN THE ONGOING AMERICAN FASCINATION WITH CONSTITUTIONAL INTERPRETATION. DEBATES
ABOUT WHAT THE CONSTITUTION “MEANS” AND HOW ITS PRINCIPLES APPLY TO CONTEMPORARY ISSUES ARE DIRECTLY LINKED
TO THE FOUNDATIONAL DISAGREEMENTS THAT MARKED THE CONVENTION. MODERN POLITICAL PARTIES OFTEN ANCHOR THEIR



IDEOLOGIES IN SPECIFIC INTERPRETATIONS OF THE CONSTITUTION, DEMONSTRATING HOW THE QUESTIONS POSED AND THE
ANS\WERS DEBATED IN 1787 CONTINUE TO RESONATE AND SHAPE THE AMERICAN POLITICAL LANDSCAPE TODAY. THE
ConNsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US POLITICAL PARTIES FORMATION IS NOT A SINGULAR EVENT BUT A CONTINUOUS PROCESS OF
INTERPRETATION AND ADAPTATION.

FAQ

Q: How pID THE DEBATES AT THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION INFLUENCE THE
FORMATION OF EARLY US POLITICAL PARTIES?

A: THE DEBATES AT THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION EXPOSED DEEP PHILOSOPHICAL AND ECONOMIC DIVISIONS AMONG THE
DELEGATES. DISAGREEMENTS OVER THE BALANCE OF POWER BETWEEN STATES AND THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT , REPRESENTATION
AND ECONOMIC POLICY CREATED FAULT LINES THAT NATURALLY LED TO THE FORMATION OF OPPOSING FACTIONS. THESE
FACTIONS, THOUGH NOT FORMAL PARTIES AT THE TIME, WERE THE PRECURSORS TO THE FEDERALIST AND ANTI-FEDERALIST
MOVEMENTS, WHICH THEN EVOLVED INTO THE FIRST POLITICAL PARTIES.

’

Q: WERE POLITICAL PARTIES ANTICIPATED OR DESIRED BY THE FRAMERS OF THE
CONSTITUTION?

A: NO/ POLITICAL PARTIES WERE LARGELY NOT DESIRED BY THE FRAMERS. MANY OF THEM VIEWED FACTIONS AS DANGEROUS AND
DISRUPTIVE TO A STABLE REPUBLIC. THEY HOPED THAT THE SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES WITHIN THE CONSTITUTION

W OULD PREVENT THE FORMATION OF POWERFUL, DIVISIVE PARTIES.JAMES MADISON, IN PARTICULAR, WROTE ABOUT
CONTROLLING THE EFFECTS OF FACTIONS RATHER THAN ELIMINATING THEM ENTIRELY.

Q: WHAT WAS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE GREAT COMPROMISE IN RELATION TO PARTY
FORMATION?P

A: THE GREAT COMPEOMISE, WHICH ESTABLISHED A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE WITH BOTH PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION
(HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES) AND EQUAL STATE REPRESENTATION (SENATE), WAS CRUCIAL. |T APPEASED BOTH LARGE AND
SMALL STATES BUT ALSO CREATED A STRUCTURAL DYNAMIC THAT WOULD LATER BECOME A BASIS FOR REGIONAL AND
IDEOLOGICAL DIVISIONS WITHIN EMERGING POLITICAL PARTIES, PARTICULARLY CONCERNING STATES' RIGHTS VERSUS FEDERAL
POWER.

Q: How DID THE ISSUE OF SLAVERY AT THE CONVENTION CONTRIBUTE TO FUTURE
PARTY DIVISIONS?

A: THE COMPROMISES MADE REGARDING SLAVERY, SUCH AS THE THREE-FIFTHS COMPROMISE/ EMBEDDED A FUNDAMENTAL MORAL
AND POLITICAL CONFLICT WITHIN THE NATION. THIS ISSUE CREATED DEEP REGIONAL DIVIDES, WITH SOUTHERN STATES HEAVILY
RELIANT ON SLAVERY AND NORTHERN STATES INCREASINGLY OPPOSED TO IT. THESE DIVISIONS BECAME A MAJOR FACTOR IN THE
ALIGNMENT OF POLITICAL PARTIES AND THE EVENTUAL SECESSION CRISIS.

Q: IN WHAT WAYS DOES THE LEGACY OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION'S
DEBATES STILL INFLUENCE MODERN US POLITICAL PARTIES?

A: THE CORE DEBATES FROM THE CONVENTION/ SUCH AS THE SCOPE OF FEDERAL POWER VERSUS STATES' RIGHTS, THE ROLE OF
GOVERNMENT IN THE ECONOMY, AND THE INTERPRETATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL PRINCIPLES, REMAIN CENTRAL TO MODERN
POLITICAL PARTY PLATFORMS. MODERN PARTIES OFTEN DRAW UPON HISTORICAL ARGUMENTS AND INTERPRETATIONS
ESTABLISHED DURING AND IMMEDIATELY AFTER THE CONVENTION TO JUSTIFY THEIR POLICY POSITIONS AND IDEOLOGIES.



Q: CAN WE TRACE SPECIFIC MODERN PARTY PLATFORMS BACK TO IDEAS DISCUSSED AT
THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION?

A: YES/ MANY MODERN PARTY PLATFORMS CAN BE TRACED BACK TO THE FOUNDATIONAL IDEAS DISCUSSED AT THE
CONVENTION. For EXAMPLE, THE EMPHASIS ON LIMITED GOVERNMENT AND INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES, OFTEN CHAMPIONED BY
CONSERVATIVE FACTIONS, ECHOES ANTI-FEDERALIST CONCERNS. CONVERSELY, THE BELIEF IN A MORE ACTIVE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT TO ADDRESS SOCIETAL NEEDS, COMMON IN LIBERAL PLATFORMS, REFLECTS ARGUMENTS MADE BY THOSE WHO
ADVOCATED FOR A STRONGER CENTRAL AUTHORITY DURING THE CONVENTION.

Q: How DID THE LACK OF A BILL OF RIGHTS IN THE ORIGINAL CONSTITUTION
CONTRIBUTE TO THE INITIAL PARTY DIVIDE?

A: THE ABSENCE OF A BILL OF RIGHTS WAS A MAJOR POINT OF CONTENTION FOR THE ANTI‘FEDERALISTSI \WHO FEARED
CENTRALIZED POWER AND THE POTENTIAL FOR GOVERNMENT OVERREACH. THEIR ADVOCACY FOR EXPLICIT PROTECTIONS OF
INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES BECAME A RALLYING CRY AND A CORE TENET OF THEIR MOVEMENT, DIRECTLY CONTRIBUTING TO THE
FORMATION OF A POLITICAL OPPOSITION THAT WOULD EVENTUALLY BECOME THE DEMOCRATIC-REPUBLICAN PARTY.

Q: DID ECONOMIC INTERESTS PLAY A ROLE IN THE EARLY DIVISIONS THAT LED TO PARTY
FORMATION, STEMMING FROM THE CONVENTION?

A: ABSOLUTELY. ECONOMIC INTERESTS WERE A SIGNIFICANT DRIVER. DEBATES OVER ISSUES LIKE TARIFFS, NATIONAL DEBT, AND
THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A NATIONAL BANK REVEALED STARK DIFFERENCES BETWEEN AGRARIAN AND COMMERCIAL INTERESTS, AND
BETWEEN THOSE WHO FAVORED WEALTH ACCUMULATION AND THOSE WHO FOCUSED ON BROADER ECONOMIC DISTRIBUTION.
THESE ECONOMIC CLEAVAGES, HIGHLIGHTED DURING THE CONVENTION'S DISCUSSIONS, DIRECTLY INFORMED THE PLATFORMS OF
EMERGING POLITICAL PARTIES.
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