CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US CHALLENGES

NAVIGATING THE TREACHEROUS W/ ATERS: UNDERSTANDING THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US CHALLENGES

CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US CHALLENGES ARE A COMPLEX TAPESTRY WOVEN FROM HISTORICAL CONTEXT, POLITICAL
REALITIES, AND THE INHERENT DIFFICULTY OF FORGING A FOUNDATIONAL DOCUMENT FOR A NATION. REVISITING THE ORIGINAL
ConsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1787 REVEALS A CRUCIBLE OF COMPETING INTERESTS AND PROFOUND DISAGREEMENTS,
LAYING BARE THE SIGNIFICANT HURDLES THAT ANY MODERN ATTEMPT TO CONVENE SUCH A BODY WOULD INEVITABLY FACE.
FROM ACHIEVING CONSENSUS AMONG DISPARATE FACTIONS TO GRAPPLING WITH THE VERY DEFINITION OF REPRESENTATION AND
FEDERAL POWER, THE PROCESS WAS FRAUGHT WITH PERIL. THIS EXPLORATION DELVES INTO THE MULTIFACETED CHALLENGES
THAT DEFINED THE 1787 CONVENTION, EXAMINING THE CRITICAL ISSUES THAT TESTED THE DELEGATES’ RESOLVE AND SHAPED
THE ENDURING FRAMEWORK OF AMERICAN GOVERNANCE, AND CONSIDERS HOW THESE HISTORICAL DIFFICULTIES INFORM OUR
UNDERSTANDING OF ANY POTENTIAL FUTURE CONVENTION.
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HisTorICAL PRECEDENTS AND THE LEGACY oF 1787

THE CALLING OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION IN 1787 WAS NOT AN ACT BORN OF ABSOLUTE NOVELTY; IT WAS A
RESPONSE TO THE DEMONSTRABLE FAILURES OF THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION. THIS EARLIER GOVERNING DOCUMENT, A
LOOSE ALLIANCE OF SOVEREIGN STATES, PROVED TOO WEAK TO EFFECTIVELY MANAGE NATIONAL AFFAIRS, LEADING TO
ECONOMIC INSTABILITY AND INTERSTATE DISPUTES. THE EXPERIENCE UNDER THE ARTICLES SERVED AS A STARK WARNING,
UNDERSCORING THE DIRE NEED FOR A STRONGER, MORE UNIFIED FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. THE DELEGATES WHO GATHERED IN
PHILADELPHIA WERE ACUTELY AWARE OF THIS PRECEDING FAILURE, AND IT FUELED THEIR DETERMINATION TO CRAFT A DOCUMENT
THAT WOULD ENDURE. HOWEVER, THIS VERY AWARENESS ALSO PRESENTED A SIGNIFICANT CHALLENGE: HOW TO CREATE A
GOVERNMENT THAT WAS STRONG ENOUGH TO GOVERN BUT NOT SO STRONG AS TO BECOME TYRANNICAL. THIS DELICATE
BALANCE WAS A CONSTANT PREOCCUPATION THROUGHOUT THE CONVENTION, SHAPING NEARLY EVERY DEBATE AND
COMPROMISE. THE LEGACY OF 1787, THEREFORE, IS NOT JUST THE CONSTITUTION ITSELF, BUT ALSO THE PROFOUND
UNDERSTANDING OF THE INHERENT DIFFICULTIES IN NATION-BUILDING AND THE ONGOING NEGOTIATION BETWEEN LIBERTY AND
ORDER.

THE GREAT COMPROMISE: BALANCING STATE AND POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY

PERHAPS THE MOST SIGNIFICANT AND CONTENTIOUS ISSUE THAT THREATENED TO DERAIL THE ENTIRE CONVENTION WAS THE
DEBATE OVER REPRESENTATION. THIS FUNDAMENTAL DISAGREEMENT PITTED LARGER STATES, ADVOCATING FOR PROPORTIONAL
REPRESENTATION BASED ON POPULATION, AGAINST SMALLER STATES, FIERCELY PROTECTING THEIR EQUAL VOICE IN A FEDERAL
LEGISLATURE. THE VIRGINIA PLAN PROPOSED A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE WITH BOTH HOUSES BASED ON POPULATION, A
PROPOSAL CHAMPIONED BY STATES LIKE VIRGINIA, PENNSYLVANIA, AND MASSACHUSETTS. CONVERSELY, THE NEW JERSEY
PLAN, FAVORED BY SMALLER STATES SUCH AS DELAWARE, NEW JERSEY, AND MARYLAND, CALLED FOR A UNICAMERAL
LEGISLATURE WITH EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR ALL STATES, SIMILAR TO THE STRUCTURE UNDER THE ARTICLES OF
CONFEDERATION. THIS IMPASSE, KNOWN AS THE REPRESENTATION CRISIS, COULD HAVE EASILY LED TO THE DISSOLUTION OF THE
CONVENTION. |T WAS THE INGENUITY AND POLITICAL ACUMEN OF DELEGATES LIKE ROGER SHERMAN OF CONNECTICUT THAT
BROKERED THE EVENTUAL “GReAT CoMProMISE” (ALSO kNOWN AS THE CONNECTICUT COMPROMISE). THIS PIVOTAL
AGREEMENT ESTABLISHED A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE: THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, WITH REPRESENTATION PROPORTIONAL
TO POPULATION, AND THE SENATE, WITH EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR EACH STATE. THIS COMPROMISE, WHILE ESSENTIAL FOR
THE CONVENTION'S SUCCESS, HIGHLIGHTS THE ENDURING CHALLENGE OF BALANCING THE WILL OF THE MAJORITY WITH THE RIGHTS
AND CONCERNS OF MINORITY STATES AND REGIONS.



SLAVERY AND THE MorAL CONTRADICTIONS

THE ISSUE OF SLAVERY LOOMED AS AN INSURMOUNTABLE MORAL AND POLITICAL CHASM THROUGHOUT THE CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION, PRESENTING A PROFOUND CONTRADICTION AT THE HEART OF A NATION FOUNDED ON PRINCIPLES OF LIBERTY. THE
DELEGATES WERE DEEPLY DIVIDED, WITH SOUTHERN STATES RELIANT ON ENSLAVED LABOR AND NORTHERN STATES INCREASINGLY
OPPOSED TO THE INSTITUTION. THE QUESTION OF HOW TO COUNT ENSLAVED PERSONS FOR PURPOSES OF REPRESENTATION AND
TAXATION BECAME A PARTICULARLY EXPLOSIVE POINT OF CONTENTION. SOUTHERN STATES DEMANDED THAT ENSLAVED PEOPLE
BE COUNTED FOR REPRESENTATION, THEREBY INCREASING THEIR POLITICAL POWER, BUT NOT FOR TAXATION, WHICH WOULD
IMPOSE A GREATER FINANCIAL BURDEN. NORTHERN STATES, ON THE OTHER HAND, ARGUED THAT ENSLAVED INDIVIDUALS SHOULD
BE COUNTED FOR TAXATION BUT NOT FOR REPRESENTATION, AS THEY WERE NOT RECOGNIZED AS FULL CITIZENS. THE EVENTUAL
RESOLUTION, THE THREE-FIFTHS COMPROMISE, WHERE THREE-FIFTHS OF THE ENSLAVED POPULATION WAS COUNTED FOR BOTH
REPRESENTATION AND DIRECT TAXATION, WAS A DEEPLY FLAWED AND MORALLY BANKRUPT AGREEMENT. |T PERPETUATED THE
INSTITUTION OF SLAVERY AND LAID THE GROUNDWORK FOR FUTURE CONFLICT. THE CHALLENGE HERE WAS NOT MERELY ONE OF
POLITICAL COMPROMISE, IT WAS A FUNDAMENTAL CONFRONTATION WITH THE INHERENT HYPOCRISY OF ESTABLISHING A REPUBLIC
ON THE NOTION OF FREEDOM WHILE SIMULTANEOUSLY SANCTIONING HUMAN BONDAGE. THIS ISSUE PROFOUNDLY SHAPED THE
EARLY YEARS OF THE NATION AND ULTIMATELY CONTRIBUTED TO THE CIVIL W AR.

FEDERAL VS. STATE POWER: AN ENDURING TENSION

THE DEBATE OVER THE DIVISION OF POWER BETWEEN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AND INDIVIDUAL STATE GOVERNMENTS WAS
ANOTHER CENTRAL AND PERSISTENT CHALLENGE AT THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. THE DELEGATES GRAPPLED WITH THE
FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION OF HOW MUCH AUTHORITY TO CEDE FROM THE STATES TO A NEW, STRONGER NATIONAL ENTITY. ON
ONE END OF THE SPECTRUM WERE THE PROPONENTS OF A ROBUST FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, OFTEN REFERRED TO AS NATIONALISTS,
WHO BELIEVED THAT THE WEAKNESSES OF THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION NECESSITATED A POWERFUL CENTRAL AUTHORITY
TO ENSURE NATIONAL STABILITY AND PROSPERITY. ON THE OTHER END WERE THE STATES' RIGHTS ADVOCATES, WHO FEARED
THAT A STRONG FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WOULD INFRINGE UPON THE AUTONOMY AND LIBERTIES OF THE INDIVIDUAL STATES. THIS
TENSION MANIFESTED IN DEBATES OVER ISSUES SUCH AS THE ENUMERATED POWERS OF CONGRESS, THE EXTENT OF FEDERAL
TAXATION AUTHORITY, AND THE_JUDICIARY/S ROLE IN RESOLVING DISPUTES BETWEEN STATES. THE RESULTING CONSTITUTION
SOUGHT TO STRIKE A BALANCE, GRANTING SIGNIFICANT POWERS TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WHILE ALSO RESERVING CERTAIN
POWERS TO THE STATES THROUGH THE TENTH AMENDMENT. HO\X/EVER/ THIS BALANCE HAS BEEN A SUBJECT OF CONTINUOUS
REINTERPRETATION AND CONTENTION THROUGHOUT AMERICAN HISTORY, DEMONSTRATING THE PERSISTENT CHALLENGE OF
DEFINING THE APPROPRIATE SCOPE OF FEDERAL AUTHORITY IN A FEDERAL SYSTEM.

THE RoLE oF DELEGATES AND THE QQUESTION OF REPRESENTATION

BEYOND THE GRAND DEBATES OVER SOVEREIGNTY AND POWER, THE VERY COMPOSITION AND MOTIVATIONS OF THE DELEGATES
PRESENTED THEIR OWN SET OF CHALLENGES. THE INDIVIDUALS WHO CONVENED IN PHILADELPHIA WERE NOT A CROSS-SECTION OF
AMERICAN SOCIETY, THEY WERE LARGELY A COLLECTION OF EDUCATED, PROPERTIED, AND INFLUENTIAL MEN, MANY OF WHOM
WERE SLAVEHOLDERS. THIS HOMOGENEITY, WHILE PERHAPS FACILITATING INITIAL DIALOGUE AMONG ELITES, ALSO MEANT THAT
THE VOICES AND CONCERNS OF ORDINARY CITIZENS, \WOMEN, ENSLAVED PEOPLE, AND NATIVE AMERICANS WERE LARGELY ABSENT
FROM THE PROCEEDINGS. THE CHALLENGE, THEREFORE, WAS NOT ONLY TO REPRESENT THE STATES BUT ALSO TO ENSURE THAT
THE NASCENT REPUBLIC WOULD ULTIMATELY SERVE THE INTERESTS OF ALL ITS INHABITANTS, NOT JUST A PRIVILEGED FEW. THE
DEBATE OVER WHO SHOULD HAVE THE RIGHT TO VOTE, FOR INSTANCE, WAS LARGELY LEFT TO THE STATES, REFLECTING THE
PREVAILING BELIEF THAT POLITICAL PARTICIPATION SHOULD BE LIMITED. THE CHALLENGE OF CREATING A TRULY REPRESENTATIVE
GOVERNMENT, ONE THAT ACCURATELY REFLECTS THE DIVERSE POPULACE, IS A RECURRING THEME IN AMERICAN HISTORY AND
REMAINS A SIGNIFICANT HURDLE EVEN TODAY. THE DECISIONS MADE BY THIS SELECT GROUP, WHILE ULTIMATELY CREATING A
DURABLE FRAMEWORK, ALSO EMBEDDED CERTAIN LIMITATIONS THAT WOULD REQUIRE FUTURE GENERATIONS TO ADDRESS.

AcHIEVING CONSENSUS IN A DivIDED NATION

THE SHEER DIVERSITY OF OPINIONS AND INTERESTS PRESENT IN THE 1787 CONVENTION POSED A FORMIDABLE OBSTACLE TO
REACHING ANY AGREEMENT. THE DELEGATES HAILED FROM THIRTEEN DISTINCT STATES, EACH WITH ITS OWN ECONOMIC
PRIORITIES, SOCIAL STRUCTURES, AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHIES. FURTHERMORE/ WITHIN EACH STATE, THERE WERE OFTEN
FACTIONS WITH OPPOSING VIEWS. THE CONVENTION WAS A MICROCOSM OF A NATION STILL FINDING ITS FOOTING, GRAPPLING
WITH ISSUES OF ECONOMIC POLICY, FOREIGN RELATIONS, AND THE VERY NATURE OF SELF-GOVERNANCE. THE CHALLENGE WAS TO
FORGE A UNIFIED VISION FROM THIS CACOPHONY OF VOICES. COMPROMISE WAS NOT MERELY A STRATEGIC TOOL, IT WAS A
NECESSITY FOR SURVIVAL. THE DELEGATES HAD TO LEARN TO NEGOTIATE, TO CEDE GROUND, AND TO FIND COMMONALITIES
AMIDST PROFOUND DISAGREEMENTS. THIS PROCESS WAS OFTEN ARDUOUS AND TENSE, WITH MOMENTS WHERE THE CONVENTION
SEEMED ON THE VERGE OF COLLAPSE. THE SUCCESS OF THE CONVENTION IN PRODUCING A WORKABLE DOCUMENT IS A TESTAMENT



TO THE DELEGATES' WILLINGNESS TO ENGAGE IN DIFFICULT DIALOGUE AND TO PRIORITIZE THE CREATION OF A STABLE UNION
OVER THE ABSOLUTE VICTORY OF ANY SINGLE FACTION'S AGENDA. THIS ABILITY TO FORGE CONSENSUS, EVEN ON DEEPLY
DIVISIVE ISSUES, IS A CORE CHALLENGE FOR ANY GOVERNING BODY, AND PARTICULARLY FOR A NEWLY FORMED NATION.

THE SPECTER OF FACTIONALISM AND SPECIAL INTERESTS

THE POTENTIAL FOR FACTIONALISM — THE FORMATION OF GROUPS UNITED BY A COMMON INTEREST THAT MAY BE ADVERSE TO
THE RIGHTS OF OTHER CITIZENS OR TO THE PERMANENT AND AGGREGATE INTERESTS OF THE COMMUNITY — WAS A SIGNIFICANT
CONCERN FOR THE FRAMERS OF THE CONSTITUTION. THEY HAD WITNESSED FIRSTHAND HOW THE PURSUIT OF NARROW INTERESTS
UNDER THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION HAD LED TO GRIDLOCK AND INSTABILITY. THE CHALLENGE AT THE CONVENTION WAS
TO DESIGN A SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT THAT COULD BOTH ACCOMMODATE DIVERSE INTERESTS AND PREVENT ANY SINGLE
FACTION FROM DOMINATING THE POLITICAL LANDSCAPE.JAMES MADISON, IN PARTICULAR, EXPLORED THIS ISSUE EXTENSIVELY IN
THE FeDERALIST PAPERS. THE CONSTITUTION'S DESIGN, WITH ITS SEPARATION OF POWERS, CHECKS AND BALANCES, AND
SYSTEM OF FEDERALISM, WAS INTENDED TO MITIGATE THE DANGERS OF FACTIONALISM BY DIFFUSING POWER AND REQUIRING
BROAD COALITIONS TO ACHIEVE POLITICAL GOALS. HO\X/EVER, THE INHERENT NATURE OF POLITICS MEANS THAT FACTIONS WILL
ALWAYS EXIST. THE CHALLENGE FOR ANY CONVENTION, WHETHER ORIGINAL OR HYPOTHETICAL, LIES IN CREATING MECHANISMS
THAT CHANNEL THESE INTERESTS CONSTRUCTIVELY RATHER THAN ALLOWING THEM TO LEAD TO DESTRUCTIVE DIVISION AND
PARALYSIS. THE CONSTANT STRUGGLE TO BALANCE INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES WITH THE COMMON GOOD REMAINS A DEFINING
CHARACTERISTIC OF AMERICAN POLITICAL LIFE.

LoGISTICAL AND PROCEDURAL HURDLES

BEYOND THE WEIGHTY PHILOSOPHICAL AND POLITICAL DEBATES, THE PRACTICAL, DAY-TO-DAY CHALLENGES OF CONDUCTING A
CONVENTION OF THIS MAGNITUDE WERE SUBSTANTIAL. HOLDING SECRET DELIBERATIONS IN PHILADELPHIA THROUGHOUT A HOT
SUMMER, FAR FROM THEIR HOMES AND BUSINESSES, REQUIRED IMMENSE DEDICATION AND RESILIENCE FROM THE DELEGATES. THE
SHEER LOGISTICS OF GATHERING AND MAINTAINING THE QUORUM, DEBATING COMPLEX ISSUES, DRAFTING LANGUAGE, AND
ENSURING ACCURATE RECORD-KEEPING WERE SIGNIFICANT UNDERTAKINGS. FURTHERMORE, THE CONVENTION OPERATED UNDER
SPECIFIC PROCEDURAL RULES, AND THE INTERPRETATION AND APPLICATION OF THESE RULES COULD THEMSELVES BECOME POINTS
OF CONTENTION. THE COMMITMENT TO SECRECY, WHILE INTENDED TO FOSTER CANDID DEBATE FREE FROM PUBLIC PRESSURE, ALSO
PRESENTED CHALLENGES IN TERMS OF TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTARBILITY. IMAGINE THE EFFORT INVOLVED IN MANAGING SUCH A
GATHERING WITHOUT MODERN COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGIES OR CONVENIENCES. THESE SEEMINGLY MUNDANE, YET CRUCIAL,
LOGISTICAL AND PROCEDURAL CHALLENGES UNDERSCORED THE PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES OF EVEN INITIATING AND SUSTAINING
SUCH A MONUMENTAL UNDERTAKING, PROVING THAT GRAND VISIONS REQUIRE METICULOUS EXECUTION.

THe PusLIC PERCEPTION AND RATIFICATION BATTLES

THE WoRK OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION DID NOT CONCLUDE WITH THE SIGNING OF THE DOCUMENT;, IN FACT, ONE OF
THE MOST SIGNIFICANT CHALLENGES LAY AHEAD: SECURING RATIFICATION BY THE STATES. THE PROPOSED CONSTITUTION
REPRESENTED A RADICAL DEPARTURE FROM THE EXISTING SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT, AND IT WAS MET WITH BOTH FERVENT
SUPPORT AND FIERCE OPPOSITION. THE ANTI‘FEDERALISTS, AS THEY CAME TO BE KNOWN, RAISED LEGITIMATE CONCERNS ABOUT
THE POTENTIAL FOR A TYRANNICAL FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, THE ABSENCE OF A BILL oF RIGHTS, AND THE CONCENTRATION OF
POWER. THE FEDERALISTS/ IN RESPONSE, ENGAGED IN A VIGOROUS PUBLIC RELATIONS CAMPAIGN, MOST FAMOUSLY THROUGH THE
ESSAYS PUBLISHED AS THE FEDERALIST PAPERS, TO EXPLAIN AND DEFEND THE PROPOSED CONSTITUTION. THE CHALLENGE WAS
TO PERSUADE THE POPULACE THAT THIS NEW FRAMEWORK WAS NOT ONLY NECESSARY BUT ALSO DESIRABLE. THE RATIFICATION
PROCESS WAS A NAIL-BITING AFFAIR, WITH NARROW VICTORIES IN SEVERAL KEY STATES. THIS HISTORICAL EPISODE HIGHLIGHTS
A CRITICAL CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US CHALLENGE: THE NECESSITY OF GAINING POPULAR CONSENT AND LEGITIMACY FOR
ANY FOUNDATIONAL DOCUMENT. W/ITHOUT WIDESPREAD PUBLIC ACCEPTANCE AND THE SUCCESSFUL NAVIGATION OF THE
RATIFICATION PROCESS, EVEN THE MOST THOUGHTFULLY CRAFTED CONSTITUTION WOULD REMAIN AN IMPOTENT PIECE OF PAPER.
THE ONGOING DIALOGUE AND DEBATE SURROUNDING THE CONSTITUTION'S INTERPRETATION DEMONSTRATE THAT THIS
CHALLENGE OF PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT AND UNDERSTANDING IS PERPETUAL.

FAQ SecTionN

Q: WHAT WERE THE PRIMARY MOTIVATIONS BEHIND THE US CoNSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 17877

A: THE PRIMARY MOTIVATION WAS THE FAILURE OF THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION TO PROVIDE A STABLE AND EFFECTIVE
NATIONAL GOVERNMENT. ISSUES SUCH AS ECONOMIC DISARRAY, AN INABILITY TO ENFORCE LAWS, AND INTERSTATE DISPUTES
NECESSITATED A STRONGER FEDERAL STRUCTURE.



Q: How DID THE ISSUE OF STATES' RIGHTS INFLUENCE THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION?

A: STATES' RIGHTS WAS A CENTRAL TENSION. DELEGATES DEBATED THE BALANCE OF POWER BETWEEN THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT AND INDIVIDUAL STATES, WITH SOME ADVOCATING FOR A STRONG CENTRAL AUTHORITY AND OTHERS FEARING
FEDERAL OVERREACH AND PRIORITIZING STATE AUTONOMY.

Q: WHAT WAS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE GREAT COMPROMISE IN THE CONTEXT OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CoNVENTION US
CHALLENGES?

A: THE GREAT COMPROMISE RESOLVED THE CRITICAL DISPUTE OVER REPRESENTATION IN THE LEGISLATURE. |T ESTABLISHED A
BICAMERAL CONGRESS, WITH THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES BASED ON POPULATION AND THE SENATE OFFERING EQUAL
REPRESENTATION TO ALL STATES, THUS PREVENTING SMALLER STATES FROM WITHDRAWING FROM THE CONVENTION.

QZ How DID THE CONVENTION ADDRESS THE DEEPLY DIVISIVE ISSUE OF SLAVERY?

A: THE CONVENTION ADDRESSED SLAVERY THROUGH COMPROMISES LIKE THE THREE-FIFTHS COMPROMISE, WHICH COUNTED
ENSLAVED INDIVIDUALS AS THREE-FIFTHS OF A PERSON FOR REPRESENTATION AND TAXATION PURPOSES, AND THE FuGITIVE
SLAVE CLAUSE. THESE WERE CONTROVERSIAL AND MORALLY PROBLEMATIC SOLUTIONS THAT PERPETUATED THE INSTITUTION.

QI W/HAT WERE THE MAIN ARGUMENTS OF THE ANTI-FEDERALISTS DURING THE RATIFICATION DEBATES?

A: ANTI-FEDERALISTS WERE CONCERNED ABOUT THE POTENTIAL FOR A POWERFUL FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO BECOME
TYRANNICAL, THE LACK OF A BILL oF RIGHTS TO PROTECT INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES, AND THE CONCENTRATION OF POWER IN THE
HANDS OF A DISTANT NATIONAL AUTHORITY.

Q: WHY WAS THE SECRECY OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION DEBATES CONSIDERED A CHALLENGE?

A: \WHILE SECRECY WAS INTENDED TO ALLOW FOR OPEN DISCUSSION, IT ALSO MEANT THAT THE PUBLIC WAS LARGELY
UNINFORMED ABOUT THE DEBATES AND COMPROMISES BEING MADE, LEADING TO SUSPICION AND FUELING OPPOSITION DURING THE
RATIFICATION PROCESS.

QZ CoULD A MODERN-DAY CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION FACE SIMILAR CHALLENGES TO THE 1787 CONVENTION?

A: YES, A MODERN CONVENTION WOULD LIKELY FACE SIMILAR CHALLENGES REGARDING REPRESENTATION, FEDERAL VS. STATE
POWER, REGIONAL ECONOMIC DISPARITIES, AND THE INFLUENCE OF SPECIAL INTERESTS. THE DEEP IDEOLOGICAL DIVIDES AND
POLARIZATION PRESENT IN CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY WOULD ALSO POSE SIGNIFICANT HURDLES TO ACHIEVING CONSENSUS.
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