CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US OUTCOME

CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US OUTCOME IS A TOPIC STEEPED IN THE VERY FOUNDATION OF AMERICAN GOVERNANCE,
REPRESENTING A PIVOTAL MOMENT WHERE VISIONARIES AND PRAGMATISTS GRAPPLED WITH THE IMMENSE CHALLENGE OF FORGING
A NEW NATION. THIS ARTICLE DELVES DEEP INTO THE MULTIFACETED RESULTS OF THE 1787 PHILADELPHIA CONVENTION,
EXPLORING NOT ONLY THE CREATION OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION ITSELF BUT ALSO THE ENDURING PRINCIPLES,
COMPROMISES, AND DEBATES THAT SHAPED ITS FINAL FORM. WE WILL EXAMINE THE KEY ISSUES THAT DOMINATED THE
DISCUSSIONS, THE SIGNIFICANT AGREEMENTS REACHED, AND THE LASTING IMPACT OF THIS TRANSFORMATIVE EVENT ON AMERICAN
LAY, POLITICS, AND SOCIETY. UNDERSTANDING THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US OUTCOME IS CRUCIAL FOR
APPRECIATING THE COMPLEXITIES OF THE AMERICAN EXPERIMENT.
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THe GeNesis oF THE CONVENTION: WHY |IT W As NEepep

THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION, THE UNITED STATES’ FIRST GOVERNING DOCUMENT, PROVED WOEFULLY INADEQUATE IN THE
YEARS FOLLOWING THE REVOLUTIONARY W AR. THE NASCENT NATION FACED A MYRIAD OF INTERNAL AND EXTERNAL PRESSURES
THAT THE WEAK CENTRAL GOVERNMENT WAS ILL-EQUIPPED TO HANDLE. STATES WERE ACTING AS INDEPENDENT ENTITIES,
LEVYING TARIFFS AGAINST EACH OTHER, AND FAILING TO CONTRIBUTE TO THE COMMON GOOD. THIS DISUNITY THREATENED TO
UNRAVEL THE FRAGILE UNION THAT HAD JUST FOUGHT SO HARD FOR ITS INDEPENDENCE. [ HE ECONOMIC INSTABILITY WAS
PALPABLE, WITH \WIDESPREAD DEBT AND A LACK OF COHESIVE FINANCIAL POLICY. [T BECAME INCREASINGLY CLEAR TO MANY
LEADERS THAT A STRONGER, MORE UNIFIED NATIONAL GOVERNMENT WAS NOT JUST DESIRABLE, BUT ABSOLUTELY ESSENTIAL FOR
THE SURVIVAL AND PROSPERITY OF THE UNITED STATES.

THE ANNAPOLIS CONVENTION OF | 786, A PRELIMINARY MEETING CALLED TO ADDRESS INTERSTATE TRADE ISSUES, HIGHLIGHTED
THE DIRE NEED FOR A BROADER REFORM OF THE GOVERNMENTAL STRUCTURE. W/HILE ONLY A HANDFUL OF STATES SENT
DELEGATES TO ANNAPOLIS, THE CONSENSUS AMONG THOSE PRESENT WAS THAT A MORE COMPREHENSIVE CONVENTION WAS
NECESSARY TO REVISE THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION FUNDAMENTALLY. THIS SENTIMENT GAINED TRACTION, AND BY THE
TIME THE PHILADELPHIA CONVENTION CONVENED IN MAY 1 787, THE MANDATE HAD SHIFTED FROM MERE REVISION TO THE
DRAFTING OF AN ENTIRELY NEW CONSTITUTION. THE WEIGHT OF HISTORY WAS UPON THESE DELEGATES, THEY UNDERSTOOD
THEY WERE NOT JUST CREATING A DOCUMENT, BUT LAYING THE GROUND\WORK FOR A REPUBLIC THAT COULD ENDURE FOR
CENTURIES. THE ATMOSPHERE IN PHILADELPHIA WAS THICK WITH A SENSE OF BOTH URGENCY AND PROFOUND RESPONSIBILITY.

Key DeaTES AND MAJOR COMPROMISES

THE SUMMER OF 1787 WAS A CRUCIBLE OF INTENSE DEBATE AND OFTEN ACRIMONIOUS NEGOTIATION FOR THE DELEGATES IN
PHILADELPHIA. THE FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION OF HOW TO BALANCE THE POWER OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WITH THE RIGHTS
AND AUTONOMY OF THE STATES WAS AT THE FOREFRONT OF EVERY DISCUSSION. THIS TENSION MANIFESTED IN NUMEROUS
CONTENTIOUS ISSUES, EACH REQUIRING DELICATE MANEUVERING AND SIGNIFICANT COMPROMISE TO OVERCOME. THE VERY FABRIC
OF THE NEW REPUBLIC WAS BEING WOVEN THREAD BY THREAD, WITH EACH DECISION CARRYING IMMENSE WEIGHT FOR THE FUTURE.

RePRESENTATION IN CoNGRESS: THE GREAT COMPROMISE



PERHAPS THE MOST SIGNIFICANT AND FIERCELY DEBATED ISSUE WAS THE MATTER OF REPRESENTATION IN THE LEGISLATIVE
BRANCH. THE LARGER, MORE POPULOUS STATES FAVORED THE VIRGINIA PLAN, \WHICH PROPOSED A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE
\WHERE REPRESENTATION IN BOTH HOUSES WOULD BE BASED ON POPULATION. CONVERSELY, THE SMALLER STATES CHAMPIONED
THE I\IE\X/JERSEY PLAN, ADVOCATING FOR A UNICAMERAL LEGISLATURE WITH EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR EACH STATE,
REGARDLESS OF SIZE. THIS DISAGREEMENT THREATENED TO DERAIL THE ENTIRE CONVENTION. THE IMPASSE WAS FINALLY BROKEN
BY THE CONNECTICUT COMPROMISE, ALSO KNOWN AS THE GREAT COMPROMISE, MASTERMINDED BY ROGER SHERMAN AND
OLIVER ELLSWORTH oF CONNECTICUT. THIS INGENIOUS SOLUTION ESTABLISHED A BICAMERAL CONGRESS: THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES, WITH REPRESENTATION BASED ON POPULATION, AND THE SENATE, WHERE EACH STATE WOULD HAVE TWO
SENATORS, ENSURING EQUAL FOOTING FOR ALL STATES. THIS COMPROMISE WAS A TRIUMPH OF PRAGMATISM AND A TESTAMENT
TO THE DELEGATES’ ABILITY TO FIND COMMON GROUND AMIDST PROFOUND DISAGREEMENT.

THE ISSUE OF SLAVERY

THE INSTITUTION OF SLAVERY CAST A DARK AND UNDENIABLE SHADOW OVER THE PROCEEDINGS. DELEGATES FROM THE
SOUTHERN STATES, WHERE SLAVERY WAS DEEPLY ENTRENCHED IN THE ECONOMY AND SOCIAL STRUCTURE, WERE ADAMANT
ABOUT PROTECTING THEIR PROPERTY RIGHTS, INCLUDING THE OWNERSHIP OF ENSLAVED PEOPLE. NORTHERN DELEGATES, WHILE
MANY WERE MORALLY OPPOSED TO SLAVERY, RECOGNIZED THE POLITICAL REALITY THAT WITHOUT ADDRESSING THIS ISSUE, THE
SOUTHERN STATES MIGHT REFUSE TO RATIFY THE CONSTITUTION, THUS DOOMING THE UNION. THIS LED TO A SERIES OF DEEPLY
TROUBLING COMPROMISES. THE THREE-FIFTHS COMPROMISE COUNTED EACH ENSLAVED PERSON AS THREE-FIFTHS OF A FREE
PERSON FOR THE PURPOSES OF BOTH REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE AND FOR DIRECT TAXATION. THIS APPEASED SOUTHERN
STATES BY INCREASING THEIR REPRESENTATION WITHOUT GRANTING ENSLAVED PEOPLE ANY RIGHTS. I:URTHERMORE, THE
CONVENTION AGREED TO POSTPONE ANY CONGRESSIONAL POWER TO PROHIBIT THE IMPORTATION OF SLAVES UNTIL AT LEAST
1808. THese COMPROMISES, WHILE ESSENTIAL FOR ACHIEVING A UNIFIED CONSTITUTION, REPRESENT A SIGNIFICANT STAIN ON
THE DOCUMENT AND A MORAL FAILING THAT WOULD HAUNT THE NATION FOR GENERATIONS TO COME.

THe POWERS OF THE EXECUTIVE AND JUDICIAL BRANCHES

BEYOND THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, DELEGATES DEBATED EXTENSIVELY THE STRUCTURE AND POWERS OF THE EXECUTIVE AND
JUDICIAL BRANCHES. THERE WAS A STRONG DESIRE TO AVOID THE CONCENTRATION OF POWER SEEN IN MONARCHIES, YET A
RECOGNITION THAT A STRONG EXECUTIVE WAS NEEDED TO ENFORCE LAWS AND CONDUCT FOREIGN POLICY EFFECTIVELY. THE
CREATION OF A SINGLE PRESIDENT, ELECTED INDIRECTLY THROUGH THE ELECTORAL COLLEGE, WAS A COMPROMISE BET\WEEN
THOSE WHO FAVORED DIRECT POPULAR ELECTION AND THOSE WHO FEARED IT. SIMILARLY, THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A SUPREME
COURT AND A SYSTEM OF LOWER FEDERAL COURTS WAS DESIGNED TO PROVIDE FOR AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY CAPABLE OF
INTERPRETING LAWS AND THE CONSTITUTION, A CRUCIAL CHECK AND BALANCE WITHIN THE NE\W GOVERNMENTAL FRAMEW ORK.
THE FEAR OF TYRANNY WAS A CONSTANT UNDERCURRENT, AND THE DELEGATES METICULOUSLY CRAFTED A SYSTEM OF
SEPARATED POWERS AND CHECKS AND BALANCES TO MITIGATE THAT RISK.

THE STRUCTURE OF THE NEW GOVERNMENT

THE ULTIMATE OUTCOME OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US WAS THE CREATION OF A FEDERAL REPUBLIC WITH A
METICULOUSLY DESIGNED STRUCTURE OF GOVERNMENT, CHARACTERIZED BY A SEPARATION OF POWERS AND A SYSTEM OF
CHECKS AND BALANCES. THIS INNOVATIVE DESIGN AIMED TO PREVENT ANY SINGLE BRANCH FROM BECOMING TOO DOMINANT AND
TO SAFEGUARD INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES. THE FRAMEWORK ESTABLISHED AT PHILADELPHIA CONTINUES TO BE THE BEDROCK OF
AMERICAN GOVERNANCE, THOUGH ITS INTERPRETATION AND APPLICATION HAVE EVOLVED SIGNIFICANTLY OVER TIME.

SEPARATION OF POWERS

THE CONSTITUTION DIVIDES GOVERNMENTAL AUTHORITY AMONG THREE DISTINCT BRANCHES: THE LEGISLATIVE, THE EXECUTIVE,
AND THE JUDICIAL. THE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH, CONGRESS, IS VESTED WITH THE POWER TO MAKE LAWS. THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH,



HEADED BY THE IDIEESIDENTI IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ENFORCING THOSE LAWS. THE JUDICIAL BRANCH, LED BY THE SUPREME COURT,
HAS THE AUTHORITY TO INTERPRET LAWS AND THE CONSTITUTION ITSELF. THIS DIVISION WAS A DELIBERATE DEPARTURE FROM
THE MORE CONSOLIDATED POWER STRUCTURES OF EUROPEAN MONARCHIES AND WAS INTENDED TO FOSTER DELIBERATION AND
PREVENT HASTY OR TYRANNICAL ACTIONS.

CHecks AND BALANCES

COMPLEMENTING THE SEPARATION OF POWERS IS THE INTRICATE SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES. EACH BRANCH HAS SPECIFIC
POWERS THAT CAN LIMIT OR INFLUENCE THE ACTIONS OF THE OTHER TWO BRANCHES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE PRESIDENT CAN VETO
LEGISLATION PASSED BY CONGRESS, BUT CONGRESS CAN OVERRIDE A VETO WITH A TWO-THIRDS VOTE. THE JUDICIARY CAN
DECLARE LAWS UNCONSTITUTIONAL, A POWER KNOWN AS JUDICIAL REVIEW, WHICH SERVES AS A CRITICAL CHECK ON BOTH THE
LEGISLATIVE AND EXECUTIVE BRANCHES. THE SENATE'S ROLE IN CONFIRMING PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS AND RATIFYING
TREATIES ALSO ILLUSTRATES THIS SYSTEM OF MUTUAL OVERSIGHT. THIS INTRICATE DANCE OF POWER ENSURES THAT NO
SINGLE BRANCH CAN UNILATERALLY WIELD UNCHECKED AUTHORITY.

THe BiLL oF RIGHTS: A NECESSARY ADDITION

W/HILE THE CONSTITUTION ITSELF WAS A MONUMENTAL ACHIEVEMENT, ITS RATIFICATION WAS FAR FROM ASSURED. A vocaL
CONTINGENT, THE ANTI‘I:EDERALISTS, ARGUED THAT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT LACKED SUFFICIENT PROTECTIONS FOR INDIVIDUAL
LIBERTIES. THEY FEARED THAT A POWERFUL FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, AS CREATED BY THE CONSTITUTION, COULD EASILY INFRINGE
UPON THE RIGHTS OF CITIZENS. THIS WIDESPREAD CONCERN LED TO A CRUCIAL UNDERSTANDING: TO SECURE RATIFICATION IN
MANY STATES, THE PROPONENTS OF THE CONSTITUTION, THE I:EDERALISTS, HAD TO PROMISE THAT A BILL OF RIGHTS wouLD
BE ADDED SOON AFTER THE NEW GOVERNMENT WAS ESTABLISHED.

THE OUTCOME OF THIS DEBATE WAS THE SWIFT DRAFTING AND ADOPTION OF THE FIRST TEN AMENDMENTS TO THE
CONSTITUTION, COLLECTIVELY KNOWN AS THE BILL OF RIGHTS. THESE AMENDMENTS, RATIFIED IN 1791, EXPLICITLY
GUARANTEE FUNDAMENTAL INDIVIDUAL FREEDOMS SUCH AS FREEDOM OF SPEECH, RELIGION, AND THE PRESS, THE RIGHT TO BEAR
ARMS, PROTECTION AGAINST UNREASONABLE SEARCHES AND SEIZURES, AND THE RIGHT TO A FAIR TRIAL. THE INCLUSION OF THE
BILL OF RIGHTS WAS A DIRECT AND VITAL OUTCOME OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION PROCESS, DEMONSTRATING THE
ADAPTABILITY AND RESPONSIVENESS OF THE NEW GOVERNMENT TO THE CONCERNS OF ITS CITIZENS. |T SOLIDIFIED THE
COMMITMENT TO PROTECTING INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES AND REMAINS A CORNERSTONE OF AMERICAN DEMOCRACY, A TESTAMENT TO
THE CONTINUOUS EVOLUTION OF CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNANCE.

RATIFICATION AND THE PATH FORWARD

THE PROCESS OF RATIFYING THE CONSTITUTION WAS FAR FROM A FOREGONE CONCLUSION. ONCE THE DOCUMENT WAS FINALIZED
IN SEPTEMBER 1787, IT WAS SENT TO THE STATES FOR APPROVAL. THIS PERIOD WAS MARKED BY VIGOROUS PUBLIC DEBATE,
WITH ESSAYS AND PAMPHLETS PUBLISHED BY BOTH FEDERALISTS, WHO SUPPORTED RATIFICATION, AND ANTI-FEDERALISTS,
WHO OPPOSED IT. THE FEDERALIST PAPERS, AUTHORED BY JAMES MADISON, ALEXANDER HAMILTON, AND JOHN JAY, ARE A
SEMINAL BODY OF WORK THAT ELUCIDATED THE PRINCIPLES AND ADVANTAGES OF THE PROPOSED CONSTITUTION AND REMAIN
ESSENTIAL READING FOR UNDERSTANDING THE FRAMERS' INTENT.

THE RATIFICATION PROCESS ITSELF WAS A COMPLEX SERIES OF STATE CONVENTIONS. EACH STATE CONVENED DELEGATES TO
DEBATE AND VOTE ON THE PROPOSED CONSTITUTION. THE THRESHOLD FOR RATIFICATION WAS NINE OUT OF THE THIRTEEN
STATES. AS THE STATES DEBATED, THE PROMISE OF A BILL OF RIGHTS PLAYED A CRUCIAL ROLE IN SWAYING PUBLIC OPINION
AND SECURING THE NECESSARY VOTES. ULTIMATELY, NEW HAMPSHIRE BECAME THE NINTH STATE TO RATIFY IN JUNE 1788,
PUTTING THE CONSTITUTION INTO EFFECT. THE SUBSEQUENT RATIFICATIONS BY VIRGINIA AND NEW Y ORK SOLIDIFIED THE UNION
UNDER THE NEW FRAMEWORK. THIS PERIOD UNDERSCORES THAT THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US OUTCOME WAS NOT
JUST THE DRAFTING OF A DOCUMENT, BUT THE INITIATION OF A DEMOCRATIC PROCESS OF CONSENT AND ADOPTION THAT
WOULD SHAPE THE NATION'S FUTURE.



THE ENDURING LEGACY OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US OUTCOME IS NOT MERELY A HISTORICAL ARTIFACT, IT IS A LIVING, BREATHING
FOUNDATION UPON WHICH THE AMERICAN REPUBLIC CONTINUES TO STAND. THE CONSTITUTIONI BORN FROM COMPROMISE,
DEBATE, AND A PROFOUND DESIRE FOR A MORE PERFECT UNION, HAS PROVEN REMARKABLY ADAPTABLE. |TS ENDURING PRINCIPLES
OF POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY, SEPARATION OF POWERS, AND PROTECTION OF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS HAVE GUIDED THE NATION
THROUGH CENTURIES OF GROWTH, CONFLICT, AND TRANSFORMATION. THE COMPROMISES MADE, PARTICULARLY REGARDING
SLAVERY, HIGHLIGHT THE INHERENT IMPERFECTIONS AND ONGOING STRUGGLES FOR JUSTICE WITHIN THE AMERICAN EXPERIMENT.
YETI THE FRAMEWORK ITSELF PROVIDED THE MEANS FOR ADDRESSING THESE ISSUES, ALBEIT OFTEN THROUGH ARDUOUS AND
PAINFUL PROCESSES LIKE THE CIVIL W AR AND THE CIVIL RIGHTS MOVEMENT. THE LEGACY OF PHILADELPHIA IS ONE OF BOTH
ENDURING STRENGTH AND THE CONTINUOUS NEED FOR VIGILANCE, INTERPRETATION, AND REFORM TO ENSURE THAT THE IDEALS
ENSHRINED IN THE CONSTITUTION ARE REALIZED FOR ALL CITIZENS.

FAQ

Q: WHAT WAS THE PRIMARY GOAL OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1787°?

A: THe PRIMARY GOAL OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1787 WAS TO REVISE THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION
TO CREATE A STRONGER, MORE EFFECTIVE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT THAT COULD ADDRESS THE WEAKNESSES OF THE EXISTING
SYSTEM AND ENSURE THE SURVIVAL AND PROSPERITY OF THE UNITED STATES.

Q: WHAT WAS THE MOST SIGNIFICANT COMPROMISE REACHED AT THE
ConNsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION?

A: THE MOST SIGNIFICANT COMPROMISE REACHED AT THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION WAS THE GREAT ComproMisE (OR
ConnecTICUT COMPROMISE), WHICH RESOLVED THE DISPUTE OVER REPRESENTATION IN CONGRESS BY CREATING A BICAMERAL
LEGISLATURE WITH PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND EQUAL REPRESENTATION IN THE
SENATE.

Q: How DID THE ISSUE OF SLAVERY IMPACT THE OUTCOME OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION?

A: THE ISSUE OF SLAVERY DEEPLY DIVIDED THE DELEGATES AND LED TO CRITICAL COMPROMISES, INCLUDING THE THReE-FIFTHS
COMPROMISE AND THE AGREEMENT TO DELAY THE PROHIBITION OF THE SLAVE TRADE. THESE COMPROMISES WERE ESSENTIAL FOR
SECURING RATIFICATION BUT REPRESENT A MORAL STAIN ON THE CONSTITUTION.

QI \WHAT IS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE BILL OF RIGHTS IN RELATION TO THE
ConsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION?

A: THE BILL oF RIGHTS, THE FIRST TEN AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION, WAS A DIRECT OUTCOME OF CONCERNS RAISED
DURING THE RATIFICATION DEBATES. |TS ADDITION WAS CRUCIAL FOR SECURING THE SUPPORT OF ANTI-FEDERALISTS AND
ENSURING THE PROTECTION OF FUNDAMENTAL INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES.

Q: W/HO WERE SOME OF THE KEY FIGURES INVOLVED IN THE CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION , AND WHAT WAS THEIR ROLE?

A: KEY FIGURES INCLUDED GEORGE \X/ASHINGTON/ \WHO PRESIDED OVER THE CONVENTION;JAMES MADISON, OFTEN CALLED THE
“FATHER oF THE CONSTITUTION” FOR HIS INTELLECTUAL CONTRIBUTIONS; BENJAMIN I:RANKLIN, A RESPECTED ELDER STATESMAN;,
AND ALEXANDER HAMILTON, A STRONG ADVOCATE FOR A POWERFUL FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.



QI How pip THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION ADDRESS THE BALANCE OF POWER
BETWEEN FEDERAL AND STATE GOVERNMENTS?

A: THE CONVENTION ESTABLISHED A FEDERAL SYSTEM WHERE POWER IS DIVIDED BETWEEN THE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT AND
STATE GOVERNMENTS. THIS WAS ACHIEVED THROUGH MECHANISMS LIKE ENUMERATION OF FEDERAL POWERS AND THE
RESERVATION OF UNSPECIFIED POWERS TO THE STATES.

Q: WHAT WERE THE MAIN CRITICISMS OF THE INITIAL DRAFT OF THE CONSTITUTION
THAT LED TO THE PUSH FOR A BILL OF RIGHTS?

A: CRITICS, KNOWN AS ANTI‘FEDERALISTS, ARGUED THAT THE ORIGINAL CONSTITUTION LACKED SPECIFIC GUARANTEES OF
INDIVIDUAL FREEDOMS AND THAT A POWERFUL CENTRAL GOVERNMENT COULD BECOME TYRANNICAL WITHOUT SUCH
PROTECTIONS.

QI IN WHAT WAYS DOES THE OUTCOME OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION
CONTINUE TO SHAPE THE UNITED STATES TODAY?

A: THE CONSTITUTION ESTABLISHED THE FRAMEWORK FOR AMERICAN GOVERNMENT, INCLUDING ITS STRUCTURE, POWERS, AND
THE SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES. |TS PRINCIPLES AND AMENDMENTS CONTINUE TO BE THE BASIS FOR LA, POLICY, AND
SOCIETAL DEVELOPMENT, THOUGH ITS INTERPRETATION EVOLVES.
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