CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

THe GeNESIS oF AMERICAN LAWMAKING: UNDERSTANDING THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION AND THE US LEGISLATIVE
BrANCH

CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US LEGISLATIVE BRANCH DEBATES WERE PIVOTAL IN SHAPING THE VERY FOUNDATION OF
AMERICAN GOVERNANCE, ESTABLISHING THE FRAMEWORK FOR HOW LAWS ARE MADE AND REPRESENTATIVES ARE CHOSEN. THIS
SEMINAL GATHERING, HELD IN PHILADELPHIA IN 1 787, GRAPPLED WITH PROFOUND QUESTIONS ABOUT POWER, REPRESENTATION,
AND THE BALANCE BETWEEN STATE AND FEDERAL AUTHORITY, DIRECTLY INFLUENCING THE STRUCTURE AND FUNCTION OF THE
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH WE KNOW TODAY. UNDERSTANDING THE DELIBERATIONS AND COMPROMISES OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION IS CRUCIAL FOR APPRECIATING THE ENDURING PRINCIPLES THAT UNDERPIN OUR BICAMERAL CONGRESS/ ITS
ENUMERATED POWERS, AND ITS CRITICAL ROLE IN THE AMERICAN SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES. THIS ARTICLE DELVES INTO
THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT, KEY DEBATES, AND LASTING IMPACT OF THE CONVENTION ON THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, EXPLORING
HOW THE FOUNDERS ENVISIONED ITS PLACE IN THE NEW REPUBLIC.

HisToricAL CONTEXT OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION
Key DEBATES SHAPING THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

THe GREAT COMPROMISE AND BICAMERALISM

POWERS AND FUNCTIONS OF THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

THE ENDURING LEGACY oF THE CONVENTION ON CONGRESS

HisToricAL CONTEXT OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

THE PERIOD LEADING UP TO THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1787 WAS MARKED BY SIGNIFICANT DISARRAY AND A
GROWING SENSE OF CRISIS UNDER THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION. THIS FIRST ATTEMPT AT A NATIONAL GOVERNMENT
PROVED TO BE TOO WEAK, LACKING THE ESSENTIAL POWERS TO EFFECTIVELY GOVERN OR ADDRESS THE BURGEONING ECONOMIC
AND SOCIAL CHALLENGES FACING THE FLEDGLING UNITED STATES. STATES OFTEN ACTED INDEPENDENTLY, LEVYING TARIFFS
AGAINST ONE ANOTHER AND STRUGGLING TO MEET THEIR FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS, INCLUDING PAYING OFF DEBTS INCURRED
DURING THE REVOLUTIONARY W/ AR. THE INABILITY OF THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT TO ENFORCE LAWS, COLLECT TAXES, OR
REGULATE INTERSTATE COMMERCE CREATED A VOLATILE ENVIRONMENT, LEADING MANY TO BELIEVE THAT THE NATION WAS ON
THE BRINK OF COLLAPSE. |T WAS THIS DIRE SITUATION THAT COMPELLED DELEGATES FROM TWELVE OF THE THIRTEEN STATES TO
CONVENE IN PHILADELPHIA, NOT INITIALLY TO DRAFT AN ENTIRELY NEW CONSTITUTION, BUT TO REVISE THE EXISTING ARTICLES.
HO\X/EVER, AS DISCUSSIONS PROGRESSED, IT BECAME CLEAR THAT A MORE RADICAL OVERHAUL WAS NECESSARY TO CREATE A
GOVERNMENT STRONG ENOUGH TO PRESERVE THE UNION WHILE SAFEGUARDING INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES. THE DELEGATES, A
COLLECTION OF THE ERA’S MOST PROMINENT THINKERS AND STATESMEN, RECOGNIZED THE URGENT NEED TO ESTABLISH A ROBUST
AND FUNCTIONAL LEGISLATIVE BODY CAPABLE OF ENACTING AND ENFORCING NATIONAL LAWS, A CORNERSTONE OF ANY
EFFECTIVE SOVEREIGN NATION.

THE \WEAKNESSES OF THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION

THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION, ADOPTED IN 1781 , REPRESENTED THE FIRST ATTEMPT BY THE NEWLY INDEPENDENT STATES
TO FORM A UNIFIED GOVERNMENT. HO\X/EVER/ ITS INHERENT DESIGN, INTENDED TO PREVENT A STRONG CENTRAL AUTHORITY
REMINISCENT OF BRITISH RULE, ULTIMATELY PROVED ITS UNDOING. THE CoNFEDERATION CONGRESS LACKED AN EXECUTIVE
BRANCH TO ENFORCE LAWS AND A NATIONAL JUDICIARY TO INTERPRET THEM. MORE CRITICALLY, IT HAD NO POWER TO LEVY
TAXES DIRECTLY, RELYING INSTEAD ON VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS FROM THE STATES, WHICH WERE FREQUENTLY INSUFFICIENT.
THIS FINANCIAL IMPOTENCE CRIPPLED THE GOVERNMENT'S ABILITY TO FUND ITS OPERATIONS, PAY ITS DEBTS, OR EVEN RAISE AND
MAINTAIN AN ARMY. FURTHERMORE, EACH STATE RETAINED SIGNIFICANT SOVEREIGNTY, LEADING TO INTERSTATE DISPUTES OVER
TRADE AND TERRITORY, AND MAKING UNIFIED ACTION ON NATIONAL ISSUES NEARLY IMPOSSIBLE. THE ECONOMIC INSTABILITY,
EXEMPLIFIED BY EVENTS LIKE SHAYS' REBELLION/ HIGHLIGHTED THE URGENT NEED FOR A STRONGER FEDERAL STRUCTURE CAPABLE
OF PROVIDING ORDER AND STABILITY.



THe CALL FOR A CONVENTION

THE GROWING REALIZATION THAT THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION WERE FAILING SPURRED CALLS FOR A MORE EFFECTIVE
SYSTEM OF GOVERNANCE. LEADERS LIKEJAMES MADISON AND ALEXANDER HAMILTON RECOGNIZED THE DEEP FLAWS AND
ADVOCATED FOR A CONVENTION TO ADDRESS THESE SYSTEMIC WEAKNESSES. INITIAL ATTEMPTS AT AMENDMENT PROVED FUTILE,
AS REQUIRING UNANIMOUS CONSENT FROM ALL THIRTEEN STATES WAS AN INSURMOUNTABLE HURDLE. THUSI THE IDEA OF A
BROADER CONVENTION TO REVISE THE ENTIRE FRAMEWORK OF GOVERNMENT GAINED MOMENTUM. THE CALL FOR THE CONVENTION
WAS ROOTED IN THE DESIRE TO CREATE A MORE PERFECT UNION, ONE THAT COULD FOSTER ECONOMIC PROSPERITY , ENSURE
NATIONAL SECURITY, AND MAINTAIN DOMESTIC TRANQUILITY. THE DELEGATES WHO GATHERED IN PHILADELPHIA WERE TASKED
WITH THE MONUMENT AL CHALLENGE OF FORGING A NEW PATH FOR AMERICAN GOVERNANCE, WITH THE STRUCTURE AND POWERS
OF THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH BEING A CENTRAL FOCUS OF THEIR DELIBERATIONS.

Key DEBATES SHAPING THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

THE DELIBERATIONS AT THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION WERE OFTEN CONTENTIOUS, REFLECTING THE DIVERSE INTERESTS
AND IDEOLOGIES OF THE DELEGATES. W/HEN IT CAME TO DESIGNING THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, TWO FUNDAMENTAL QUESTIONS
DOMINATED THE DISCUSSIONS: HOW WOULD STATES BE REPRESENTED, AND WHAT POWERS WOULD THIS NEW BODY POSSESS?
THE DEBATES WERE INTENSE, FUELED BY DEEPLY HELD BELIEFS ABOUT POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY, STATES’ RIGHTS, AND THE
POTENTIAL FOR TYRANNY, WHETHER FROM AN OVERREACHING NATIONAL GOVERNMENT OR A MAJORITY FACTION WITHIN IT. THE
FOUNDERS UNDERSTOOD THAT THE COMPOSITION AND AUTHORITY OF THE LEGISLATURE WERE CRITICAL TO THE SUCCESS AND
LONGEVITY OF THE PROPOSED FEDERAL SYSTEM, DIRECTLY IMPACTING THE BALANCE OF POWER BETWEEN THE PEOPLE, THE
STATES, AND THE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT.

ReEPRESENTATION: LARGE STATES VS. SMALL STATES

ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT STICKING POINTS IN THE CONVENTION WAS THE ISSUE OF REPRESENTATION IN THE LEGISLATURE.
THE LARGER, MORE POPULOUS STATES, SUCH AS \/IRGINIA, ADVOCATED FOR PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION, WHERE EACH
STATE'S VOTING POWER WOULD BE BASED ON ITS POPULATION. THIS PROPOSAL, KNOWN AS THE VIRGINIA PLAN, ENVISIONED A
STRONG NATIONAL GOVERNMENT WITH A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE WHERE BOTH HOUSES WOULD BE ELECTED BASED ON
POPULATION. CONVERSELY, THE SMALLER STATES, FEARING THEY WOULD BE OVERSHADOWED BY THEIR LARGER COUNTERPARTS,
CHAMPIONED EQUAL REPRESENTATION, WHERE EACH STATE WOULD HAVE AN EQUAL VOTE, REGARDLESS OF ITS POPULATION.
THIS BECAME THE CORE OF THE NE\X/JERSEY PLAN, WHICH PROPOSED A UNICAMERAL LEGISLATURE WHERE ALL STATES WOULD
HAVE ONE VOTE, SIMILAR TO THE STRUCTURE UNDER THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION. THE TENSION BETWEEN THESE TWO
OPPOSING VIEWPOINTS THREATENED TO DERAIL THE ENTIRE CONVENTION, HIGHLIGHTING THE PROFOUND DIFFERENCES IN HOW
DELEGATES PERCEIVED FAIRNESS AND THE DISTRIBUTION OF POWER.

THE ROLE OF THE EXECUTIVE AND JUDICIARY IN RELATION TO CONGRESS

DISCUSSIONS ALSO REVOLVED AROUND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH AND THE NASCENT EXECUTIVE AND
JUDICIAL BRANCHES. DELEGATES DEBATED HOW MUCH POWER THE LEGISLATURE SHOULD WIELD IN RELATION TO THE PRESIDENT
AND THE COURTS. SHOULD CONGRESS HAVE THE POWER TO APPOINT THE EXECUTIVE, OR SHOULD IT BE ELECTED
INDEPENDENTLY? W/HAT CHECKS SHOULD THE JUDICIARY HAVE ON LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS? THESE QUESTIONS WERE CRUCIAL FOR
ESTABLISHING A SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES THAT WOULD PREVENT ANY SINGLE BRANCH FROM BECOMING TOO DOMINANT.
THE FOUNDERS WERE KEENLY AWARE OF THE POTENTIAL FOR LEGISLATIVE OVERREACH AND SOUGHT TO CRAFT A SYSTEM WHERE
EACH BRANCH COULD LIMIT THE POWER OF THE OTHERS, THEREBY SAFEGUARDING THE LIBERTIES OF THE CITIZENRY AND THE
INTEGRITY OF THE REPUBLIC. THE ONGOING DIALOGUE ABOUT THESE INTER-BRANCH RELATIONSHIPS PROFOUNDLY INFLUENCED THE
ENUMERATED POWERS ASSIGNED TO CONGRESS AND THE LIMITATIONS PLACED UPON IT.



THE GREAT COMPROMISE AND BICAMERALISM

THE IMPASSE OVER REPRESENTATION BETWEEN LARGE AND SMALL STATES WAS A CRITICAL JUNCTURE FOR THE
CoNsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. W/ITHOUT A RESOLUTION, THE VERY FABRIC OF THE UNION COULD HAVE UNRAVELED. IT WwAS
THE INGENUITY AND WILLINGNESS OF DELEGATES TO FIND COMMON GROUND THAT ULTIMATELY LED TO A BREAKTHROUGH,
SHAPING THE FUNDAMENTAL STRUCTURE OF THE US LEGISLATIVE BRANCH INTO WHAT WE RECOGNIZE TODAY. THIS PIVOTAL
AGREEMENT NOT ONLY RESOLVED A BITTER DISPUTE BUT ALSO ESTABLISHED A LASTING MODEL FOR LEGISLATIVE DESIGN THAT
BALANCES POPULAR WILL WITH STATE EQUALITY.

ROGER SHERMAN'S PROPOSAL

THE DEADLOCK WAS EVENTUALLY BROKEN BY THE CONNECTICUT COMPROMISE, OFTEN REFERRED TO AS THE GREAT
COMPROMISE, CHAMPIONED BY DELEGATES LIKE ROGER SHERMAN OF CONNECTICUT. THIS INGENIOUS SOLUTION PROPOSED A
BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE, A STRUCTURE THAT SATISFIED BOTH FACTIONS. THE COMPROMISE ESTABLISHED TWO HOUSES: THE
SENATE AND THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. IN THE SENATE, REPRESENTATION WOULD BE EQUAL FOR ALL STATES, WITH
EACH STATE RECEIVING TWO SENATORS, REGARDLESS OF ITS POPULATION. THIS APPEASED THE SMALLER STATES, ENSURING
THEY WOULD HAVE A VOICE ON PAR WITH LARGER STATES. IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, REPRESENTATION WOULD BE
BASED ON POPULATION, SATISFYING THE DEMANDS OF THE LARGER STATES FOR PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION. THIS DUAL
SYSTEM AIMED TO CREATE A BALANCED LEGISLATIVE BODY, WHERE THE INTERESTS OF BOTH LARGE AND SMALL STATES, AS
WELL AS THE WILL OF THE PEOPLE, COULD BE CONSIDERED.

THE STRUCTURE OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

THE ENDURING LEGACY OF THE GREAT COMPROMISE IS THE CREATION OF A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE, WHICH HAS PROFOUNDLY
INFLUENCED THE FUNCTIONING OF AMERICAN LAWMAKING. THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, WITH ITS POPULATION-BASED
REPRESENTATION, IS DESIGNED TO BE MORE DIRECTLY RESPONSIVE TO THE IMMEDIATE WILL OF THE PEOPLE, WITH
REPRESENTATIVES SERVING SHORTER TERMS AND ELECTED FROM DISTRICTS THAT REFLECT LOCAL DEMOGRAPHICS. THE SENATE,
WITH ITS EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR EACH STATE, WAS CONCEIVED AS A MORE DELIBERATIVE BODY, INTENDED TO REPRESENT
THE INTERESTS OF THE STATES AS ENTITIES AND TO PROVIDE A MORE STABLE, LESS VOLATILE COUNTERPOINT TO THE Housk.
THIS DIVISION OF POWER AND REPRESENTATION WITHIN THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH ENSURES THAT A WIDE ARRAY OF INTERESTS
MUST BE CONSIDERED BEFORE ANY LEGISLATION CAN BECOME LAW , FOSTERING A MORE INCLUSIVE AND REPRESENTATIVE
GOVERNANCE.

PowEerS AND FUNCTIONS OF THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

THE CoNSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION VESTED SIGNIFICANT POWERS IN THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, RECOGNIZING ITS CENTRAL ROLE
IN GOVERNING THE NEW NATION. THESE ENUMERATED POWERS WERE CAREFULLY CRAFTED TO ENABLE CONGRESS TO ADDRESS
NATIONAL CHALLENGES WHILE ALSO BEING SUBJECT TO CHECKS AND BALANCES FROM OTHER BRANCHES OF GOVERNMENT. T HE
FOUNDERS IMBUED CONGRESS WITH THE AUTHORITY TO MAKE LAWS, CONTROL FINANCES, AND OVERSEE NATIONAL DEFENSE,
AMONG OTHER CRITICAL RESPONSIBILITIES. UNDERSTANDING THESE POWERS IS ESSENTIAL TO GRASPING THE MECHANICS OF
AMERICAN FEDERALISM AND THE OPERATIONAL DYNAMICS OF THE US LEGISLATIVE BRANCH.

ENUMERATED Powers oF CONGRESS

ARTICLE |, SECTION 8 OF THE CONSTITUTION, OFTEN REFERRED TO AS THE “ENUMERATED POWERS" CLAUSE, OUTLINES THE
SPECIFIC LEGISLATIVE POWERS GRANTED TO CONGRESS. THESE INCLUDE THE POWER TO LEVY AND COLLECT TAXES, BORROW
MONEY, REGULATE COMMERCE WITH FOREIGN NATIONS AND AMONG THE STATES, ESTABLISH RULES FOR NATURALIZATION AND
BANKRUPTCY, COIN MONEY, ESTABLISH POST OFFICES, DECLARE WAR, RAISE AND SUPPORT ARMIES, AND PROVIDE AND MAINTAIN
A NAVY. THE “NECESSARY AND PROPER” CLAUSE, ALSO FOUND IN ARTICLE |, SECTION 8, GRANTS CONGRESS THE IMPLIED



POWER TO MAKE ALL LAWS WHICH SHALL BE NECESSARY AND PROPER FOR CARRYING INTO EXECUTION THE FOREGOING POWERS,
AND ALL OTHER POWERS VESTED BY THIS CONSTITUTION IN THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES, OR IN ANY DEPARTMENT
OR OFFICER THEREOF. THIS BROAD GRANT OF AUTHORITY HAS ALLOWED CONGRESS TO ADAPT TO CHANGING TIMES AND
ADDRESS ISSUES NOT EXPLICITLY FORESEEN BY THE FRAMERS.

THE LAWMAKING PROCESS

THE PROCESS BY WHICH LAWS ARE MADE IN THE UNITED STATES IS A COMPLEX AND DELIBERATIVE ONE, LARGELY
ORCHESTRATED BY THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH. A BILL CAN BE INTRODUCED IN EITHER THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OR THE
SENATE, THOUGH BILLS FOR RAISING REVENUE MUST ORIGINATE IN THE HOUSE. ONCE INTRODUCED, A BILL GOES THROUGH
VARIOUS STAGES, INCLUDING COMMITTEE REVIEW, FLOOR DEBATE, AND VOTING IN BOTH CHAMBERS. IF A BILL PASSES BOTH THE
HouUsE AND THE SENATE IN IDENTICAL FORM, IT IS THEN SENT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR SIGNATURE. THE PRESIDENT CAN SIGN THE
BILL INTO LAW, VETO IT, OR TAKE NO ACTION, IN WHICH CASE IT BECOMES LAW AFTER TEN DAYS (EXCLUDING SUNDAYS) IF
CONGRESS IS IN SESSION. |F THE PRESIDENT VETOES A BILL, CONGRESS CAN OVERRIDE THE VETO WITH A TWO-THIRDS VOTE IN
BOTH THE HOUSE AND THE SENATE. THIS MULTI-STAGE PROCESS IS DESIGNED TO ENSURE THAT LEGISLATION IS THOROUGHLY
VETTED, DEBATED, AND CONSIDERED FROM MULTIPLE PERSPECTIVES BEFORE BECOMING LAW , REFLECTING THE FOUNDERS'
COMMITMENT TO A DELIBERATE AND REPRESENTATIVE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS.

OVERSIGHT AND IMPEACHMENT

BEYOND LAWMAKING, THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH POSSESSES CRUCIAL OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBILITIES. CONGRESS HAS THE POWER
TO INVESTIGATE THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH AND GOVERNMENT AGENCIES TO ENSURE THAT LAWS ARE BEING FAITHFULLY EXECUTED
AND THAT TAXPAYER MONEY IS BEING SPENT APPROPRIATELY. THIS OVERSIGHT FUNCTION IS A VITAL CHECK ON EXECUTIVE
POWER. FURTHERMORE, THE CONSTITUTION GRANTS CONGRESS THE POWER OF IMPEACHMENT, ALLOWING IT TO REMOVE FEDERAL
OFFICIALS, INCLUDING THE PRESIDENT, \VICE PRESIDENT, AND JUDGES, FROM OFFICE FOR “ TREASON, BRIBERY, OR OTHER HIGH
CRIMES AND MISDEMEANORS.” THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES HAS THE SOLE POWER OF IMPEACHMENT, WHILE THE SENATE
HAS THE SOLE POWER TO TRY ALL IMPEACHMENTS. THIS ULTIMATE CHECK SERVES AS A DETERRENT AGAINST ABUSES OF POWER
AND UPHOLDS ACCOUNTABILITY WITHIN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, A TESTAMENT TO THE FRAMERS' INTENT TO CREATE A
GOVERNMENT OF, BY, AND FOR THE PEOPLE, WITH ROBUST MECHANISMS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY.

THe ENDURING LEGACY OF THE CONVENTION ON CONGRESS

THE DELIBERATIONS AND COMPROMISES OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION IN 1787 CONTINUE TO SHAPE THE VERY
ESSENCE OF THE US LEGISLATIVE BRANCH TODAY. THE FOUNDATIONAL PRINCIPLES ESTABLISHED DURING THAT HISTORIC SUMMER
IN PHILADELPHIA ENDURE, INFLUENCING HOW LAWS ARE CRAFTED, HOW REPRESENTATIVES ARE CHOSEN, AND HOW POWER IS
DISTRIBUTED WITHIN OUR FEDERAL SYSTEM. T HE DEBATES OVER REPRESENTATION, THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A BICAMERAL
CONGRESS, AND THE CAREFUL ENUMERATION OF ITS POWERS WERE NOT MERELY HISTORICAL EVENTS BUT THE FORGING OF A
DURABLE FRAMEWORK DESIGNED TO FACILITATE EFFECTIVE GOVERNANCE WHILE PROTECTING LIBERTY. THE DECISIONS MADE THEN,
THOUGH DEBATED AND REINTERPRETED OVER CENTURIES, REMAIN THE BEDROCK UPON WHICH AMERICAN DEMOCRACY STANDS,
DEMONSTRATING THE REMARKABLE FORESIGHT OF THE FRAMERS IN CREATING A SYSTEM THAT COULD ADAPT AND ENDURE.

ADAPTABILITY AND EVOLUTION OF THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH

W/HILE THE CORE STRUCTURE ESTABLISHED BY THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION REMAINS, THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH HAS
DEMONSTRABLY EVOLVED OVER TIME. THE INTERPRETATION OF THE CONSTITUTION, PARTICULARLY THE “NECESSARY AND
PROPER” CLAUSE, HAS ALLOWED CONGRESS TO ADDRESS A VASTLY EXPANDED SCOPE OF ISSUES, FROM ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AND CIVIL RIGHTS TO TECHNOLOGICAL REGULATION AND NATIONAL SECURITY IN WAYS THE FRAMERS COULD
SCARCELY HAVE IMAGINED. THE GROWTH OF FEDERAL AGENCIES, THE EXPANSION OF SUFFRAGE, AND THE INCREASING COMPLEXITY
OF THE AMERICAN ECONOMY HAVE ALL CONTRIBUTED TO THE ONGOING ADAPTATION OF THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH'S FUNCTIONS
AND INFLUENCE. MOREOVER/ TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCEMENTS HAVE TRANSFORMED HOW CONGRESS OPERATES, FROM
COMMUNICATION AND INFORMATION DISSEMINATION TO THE VERY WAYS IN WHICH LEGISLATION IS DEBATED AND PASSED. THIS



ADAPTABILITY IS A TESTAMENT TO THE ROBUST, YET FLEXIBLE, DESIGN PRINCIPLES EMBEDDED BY THE FRAMERS, ALLOWING THE
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH TO REMAIN RELEVANT AND RESPONSIVE TO THE CHANGING NEEDS OF THE NATION.

THe CONTINUING RELEVANCE OF BICAMERALISM

THE BICAMERAL STRUCTURE, BORN OUT OF THE GREAT COMPROMISE, CONTINUES TO BE A DEFINING CHARACTERISTIC AND A
SOURCE OF ONGOING DELIBERATION WITHIN THE US LEGISLATIVE BRANCH. THE BALANCE BETWEEN PROPORTIONAL
REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE AND EQUAL STATE REPRESENTATION IN THE SENATE ENSURES THAT A BROAD SPECTRUM OF
INTERESTS AND CONSTITUENCIES MUST BE CONSIDERED IN THE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS. THIS DUAL CHAMBER SYSTEM OFTEN LEADS
TO MORE THOROUGH DEBATE AND COMPROMISE, AS LEGISLATION MUST GAIN CONSENSUS FROM TWO DISTINCT BODIES WITH
DIFFERENT CONSTITUENCIES AND MANDATES. WHILE CRITICS SOMETIMES POINT TO LEGISLATIVE GRIDLOCK AS A DRAWBACK,
PROPONENTS ARGUE THAT THE BICAMERAL SYSTEM IS ESSENTIAL FOR PREVENTING HASTY DECISIONS AND ENSURING THAT
LEGISLATION REFLECTS A WIDER NATIONAL CONSENSUS. THE ENDURING RELEVANCE OF THIS STRUCTURE UNDERSCORES ITS
SUCCESS IN BALANCING COMPETING INTERESTS AND FOSTERING A MORE DELIBERATIVE FORM OF GOVERNANCE, A CORE OBJECTIVE
OF THE FOUNDERS.

FAQs

Q: WHAT WAS THE PRIMARY GOAL OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION REGARDING
THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH?

A: THE PRIMARY GOAL OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION CONCERNING THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH WAS TO CREATE A MORE
EFFECTIVE AND REPRESENTATIVE BODY THAN THE CONFEDERATION CONGRESS, BALANCING THE INTERESTS OF LARGE AND SMALL
STATES AND ESTABLISHING A STRUCTURE CAPABLE OF ENACTING NATIONAL LAWS AND PROVIDING FOR THE GENERAL \WELFARE.

Q: How DID THE ISSUE OF REPRESENTATION CREATE CONFLICT AT THE
ConsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION?

A: THE ISSUE OF REPRESENTATION CREATED CONFLICT BECAUSE LARGE STATES, LIKE \/IRGINIA, FAVORED PROPORTIONAL
REPRESENTATION BASED ON POPULATION, WHILE SMALLER STATES, LIKE DELA\X/ARE, ADVOCATED FOR EQUAL REPRESENTATION,
FEARING THEY WOULD BE OUTVOTED BY MORE POPULOUS STATES.

Q: WHAT IS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE GREAT COMPROMISE IN RELATION TO THE
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH?

A: THe GReAT CoMPROMISE, OR CONNECTICUT COMPROMISE, IS SIGNIFICANT BECAUSE IT RESOLVED THE REPRESENTATION
DISPUTE BY ESTABLISHING A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE: THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES WITH PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION
AND THE SENATE WITH EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR EACH STATE.

Q: WHAT ARE SOME OF THE KEY ENUMERATED POWERS GRANTED TO THE US
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH BY THE CONSTITUTION?

A: KEY ENUMERATED POWERS INCLUDE THE AUTHORITY TO TAX, BORROW MONEY, REGULATE INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN
COMMERCE, COIN MONEY, DECLARE W AR, AND RAISE AND SUPPORT ARMIES.

Q: How DOES THE “NECESSARY AND PROPER” CLAUSE IMPACT THE POWERS OF THE



LEGISLATIVE BRANCH?

A: THE “NECESSARY AND PROPER” CLAUSE, ALSO KNOWN AS THE ELASTIC CLAUSE, GRANTS CONGRESS IMPLIED POWERS TO
ENACT LAWS THAT ARE ESSENTIAL FOR CARRYING OUT ITS ENUMERATED POWERS, ALLOWING THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH TO
ADAPT TO NEW CHALLENGES AND RESPONSIBILITIES.

Q: WHAT IS THE ROLE OF OVERSIGHT IN THE FUNCTIONS OF THE US LEGISLATIVE
BRANCH?

A: OVERSIGHT IS A CRUCIAL FUNCTION OF THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, ALLOWING CONGRESS TO MONITOR THE EXECUTIVE
BRANCH AND FEDERAL AGENCIES TO ENSURE LAWS ARE PROPERLY IMPLEMENTED AND THAT GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS ARE
EFFICIENT AND ACCOUNTABLE.

QI How DOES BICAMERALISM CONTRIBUTE TO THE FUNCTIONING OF THE US
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH?

A: BICAMERALISM, WITH ITS TWO DISTINCT CHAMBERS (HOUSE AND SENATE), FOSTERS DELIBERATION AND COMPROMISE BY
REQUIRING LEGISLATION TO PASS THROUGH TWO DIFFERENT BODIES WITH VARYING CONSTITUENCIES AND REPRESENTATION,
THEREBY PROMOTING MORE THOROUGH CONSIDERATION OF LAWS.
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