CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US GOVERNMENT

THe Genesis oF AMERICAN GoVERNANCE: A Deep Dive INTO THE ConsTITUTIONAL CONVENTION ofF THE US GOVERNMENT

CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION US GOVERNMENT REPRESENTS A PIVOTAL MOMENT IN THE HISTORY OF THE UNITED STATES, A
GATHERING THAT FUNDAMENTALLY SHAPED THE NATION’S ENDURING FRAMEWORK OF GOVERNANCE. THIS SEMINAL EVENT,
CONVENED IN THE SWELTERING SUMMER OF 1787 IN PHILADELPHIAI BROUGHT TOGETHER A CONSTELLATION OF BRILLIANT MINDS
TO ADDRESS THE CRITICAL SHORTCOMINGS OF THE ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION. THE DELEGATES GRAPPLED WITH COMPLEX
ISSUES OF REPRESENTATION, FEDERAL POWER, INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES, AND THE VERY NATURE OF A UNION AMONG SOVEREIGN
STATES. UNDERSTANDING THE DELIBERATIONS, COMPROMISES, AND ULTIMATE ACHIEVEMENTS OF THIS CONVENTION IS ESSENTIAL
TO COMPREHENDING THE FOUNDATIONAL PRINCIPLES THAT CONTINUE TO GUIDE THE AMERICAN EXPERIMENT IN DEMOCRACY. THIS
ARTICLE WILL EXPLORE THE CONTEXT LEADING TO THE CONVENTION, THE KEY PLAYERS AND THEIR DEBATES, THE MAJOR
COMPROMISES REACHED, AND THE LASTING IMPACT OF THIS TRANSFORMATIVE GATHERING ON THE US GOVERNMENT.
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THE IMPERATIVE FOR CHANGE: WHY A CONVENTION W AS NECESSARY

THE NASCENT UNITED STATES, FRESH FROM ITS VICTORY IN THE REVOLUTIONARY \X/AR/ FOUND ITSELF ADRIFT UNDER THE
ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION. THIS INITIAL GOVERNING DOCUMENT, DESIGNED TO PREVENT A STRONG CENTRAL AUTHORITY
REMINISCENT OF BRITISH RULE, PROVED WOEFULLY INADEQUATE. ITS INHERENT WEAKNESSES BECAME GLARINGLY APPARENT AS
THE YOUNG NATION STRUGGLED TO ESTABLISH ECONOMIC STABILITY, ENFORCE LAWS, AND COMMAND RESPECT ON THE
INTERNATIONAL STAGE. THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT LACKED THE POWER TO TAX EFFECTIVELY, LEADING TO CHRONIC FINANCIAL
SHORTAGES AND AN INABILITY TO PAY OFF WAR DEBTS. THIS FISCAL ANEMIA CRIPPLED ITS ABILITY TO FUND A NATIONAL
DEFENSE OR EVEN ADMINISTER BASIC GOVERNMENTAL FUNCTIONS. FURTHERMORE, THE UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUIRED FOR
AMENDMENTS MEANT THAT EVEN NECESSARY REFORMS WERE VIRTUALLY IMPOSSIBLE TO ENACT, TRAPPING THE NATION IN A
PERPETUAL STATE OF LEGISLATIVE PARALYSIS.

ECONOMIC DISARRAY WAS RAMPANT. STATES IMPOSED THEIR OWN TARIFFS AND PRINTED THEIR OWN CURRENCIES, LEADING TO A
CHAOTIC INTERNAL MARKET AND HINDERING INTERSTATE COMMERCE. WITHOUT A STRONG EXECUTIVE OR A ROBUST JUDICIARY,
DISPUTES BETWEEN STATES OFTEN FESTERED UNRESOLVED, THREATENING TO DISSOLVE THE FRAGILE UNION. FOREIGN POWERS
VIEWED THE DISUNITED STATES WITH SKEPTICISM, UNWILLING TO ENGAGE IN MEANINGFUL TRADE OR DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS
WITH A GOVERNMENT THAT APPEARED ON THE VERGE OF COLLAPSE. SHAYS' REBELLION IN MASSACHUSETTS, A FARMER UPRISING
FUELED BY ECONOMIC HARDSHIP AND DISCONTENT WITH STATE POLICIES, SERVED AS A STARK WAKE-UP CALL, HIGHLIGHTING THE
POTENTIAL FOR INTERNAL UNREST AND THE INABILITY OF THE CONFEDERATION TO MAINTAIN ORDER. THIS GROWING SENSE OF
CRISIS CREATED A PALPABLE URGENCY FOR A FUNDAMENTAL REEVALUATION OF THE NATION'S GOVERNING STRUCTURE,
PROMPTING CALLS FOR A CONVENTION THAT COULD REVISE, OR EVEN REPLACE, THE EXISTING ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION.

GATHERING THE GIANTS: KEY FIGURES OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

THE DELEGATES ASSEMBLED IN PHILADELPHIA WERE AN EXTRAORDINARY COLLECTION OF INTELLECT, EXPERIENCE, AND FORESIGHT,
MANY OF WHOM HAD BEEN INSTRUMENTAL IN THE FIGHT FOR INDEPENDENCE. THEIR COLLECTIVE WISDOM AND VARIED PERSPECTIVES
WERE CRUCIAL IN NAVIGATING THE COMPLEX CHALLENGES THAT LAY BEFORE THEM. PRESIDING OVER THE CONVENTION WAS
GEORGE \X/ASHINGTON, WHOSE IMMENSE PRESTIGE LENT AN AIR OF LEGITIMACY AND GRAVITAS TO THE PROCEEDINGS. His
PRESENCE ALONE HELPED TO UNIFY THE DISPARATE FACTIONS AND KEEP THE DELEGATES FOCUSED ON THE MONUMENTAL TASK AT



HAND.JAMES MADISON/ OFTEN REFERRED TO AS THE “FATHER OF THE CONSTITUTION/“ W AS A DRIVING FORCE BEHIND MANY OF
THE CONVENTION'S MOST IMPORTANT IDEAS. HIS METICULOUS PREPARATION, KEEN INTELLECT, AND DEEP UNDERSTANDING OF
POLITICAL THEORY INFORMED MUCH OF THE DEBATE AND SHAPED THE EVENTUAL DOCUMENT.

OTHER INFLUENTIAL FIGURES INCLUDED BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, THE ELDER STATESMAN WHOSE WIT AND WISDOM OFTEN HELPED TO
DIFFUSE TENSE SITUATIONS AND BRIDGE IDEOLOGICAL DIVIDES. ALEXANDER HAMILTON, A STAUNCH ADVOCATE FOR A STRONG
NATIONAL GOVERNMENT, BROUGHT A VIGOROUS AND ARTICULATE DEFENSE OF HIS VISION FOR THE FUTURE OF THE REPUBLIC.
DELEGATES LIKE EDMUND RANDOLPH AND GEORGE MASON OF VIRGINIA, AND ROGER SHERMAN OF CONNECTICUT, REPRESENTED
DIVERSE VIEWPOINTS AND PLAYED CRITICAL ROLES IN CRAFTING SPECIFIC CLAUSES AND COMPROMISES. THE SHEER CALIBER OF
THESE INDIVIDUALS, WHO HAD DIVERSE BACKGROUNDS IN LAW, PHILOSOPHY, MILITARY SERVICE, AND STATECRAFT,
UNDERSCORES THE PROFOUND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE MEETING. THEY WERE NOT MERELY POLITICIANS; THEY WERE THINKERS AND
DOERS WHO UNDERSTOOD THE FRAGILITY OF LIBERTY AND THE NECESSITY OF WELL-STRUCTURED GOVERNMENT TO PROTECT IT.

DesATES AND Divisions: THE Core IssUEs oF CONTENTION

THE DEBATES WITHIN THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE HOUSE WERE OFTEN FIERCE AND DEEPLY DIVISIVE, REFLECTING THE PROFOUND
DISAGREEMENTS AMONG THE DELEGATES ABOUT THE IDEAL FORM OF GOVERNMENT. ONE OF THE MOST CONTENTIOUS ISSUES WAS
THE QUESTION OF REPRESENTATION. SHOULD REPRESENTATION IN THE NATIONAL LEGISLATURE BE BASED ON POPULATION, AS
ADVOCATED BY LARGER STATES LIKE \/IRGINIA, OR ON EQUAL FOOTING FOR EACH STATE, A POSITION FAVORED BY SMALLER
STATES LIKE DELAWARE? THIS DISAGREEMENT THREATENED TO DERAIL THE ENTIRE CONVENTION, AS NEITHER SIDE WAS WILLING
TO CEDE ITS PERCEIVED FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS. THE NATURE AND EXTENT OF FEDERAL POWER ALSO SPARKED INTENSE
ARGUMENTS. SOME DELEGATES FEARED A POWERFUL CENTRAL GOVERNMENT REPLICATING THE TYRANNY THEY HAD FOUGHT TO
ESCAPE, WHILE OTHERS RECOGNIZED THE NEED FOR SUFFICIENT AUTHORITY TO GOVERN EFFECTIVELY.

THE QUESTION OF SLAVERY WAS ANOTHER DEEPLY SENSITIVE AND DIVISIVE ISSUE THAT LOOMED LARGE OVER THE PROCEEDINGS.
THE SOUTHERN STATES, HEAVILY RELIANT ON ENSLAVED LABOR, WERE ADAMANT ABOUT PROTECTING THEIR INSTITUTION,
WHILE MANY NORTHERN DELEGATES VIEWED IT AS MORALLY REPREHENSIBLE AND AN AFFRONT TO THE PRINCIPLES OF LIBERTY.
THIS CONFLICT MANIFESTED IN DEBATES OVER HOW ENSLAVED PEOPLE SHOULD BE COUNTED FOR PURPOSES OF REPRESENTATION
AND TAXATION, AND THE EXTENT TO WHICH THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT COULD INTERFERE WITH OR ABOLISH SLAVERY. THE
BALANCE OF POWER BETWEEN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AND THE STATES WAS ALSO A SUBJECT OF CONSTANT NEGOTIATION.
FINDING A WAY TO CREATE A UNION THAT WAS STRONG ENOUGH TO BE EFFECTIVE BUT NOT SO POWERFUL AS TO OPPRESS ITS
CITIZENS WAS THE CENTRAL CHALLENGE. THESE COMPLEX AND OFTEN EMOTIONALLY CHARGED DEBATES REQUIRED IMMENSE SKILL,
PATIENCE, AND A WILLINGNESS TO COMPROMISE.

FORGING THE FRAMEWORK: THE GREAT COMPROMISES

THE success oF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION HINGED ON THE ABILITY OF THE DELEGATES TO OVERCOME THEIR
PROFOUND DISAGREEMENTS THROUGH NEGOTIATION AND COMPROMISE. THE MOST SIGNIFICANT OF THESE WAS THE GREAT
CoMPROMISE, ALSO KNOWN AS THE CONNECTICUT COMPROMISE, WHICH ELEGANTLY RESOLVED THE REPRESENTATION CRISIS.
THIS PLAN, BROKERED BY ROGER SHERMAN AND OLIVER ELLSWORTH, ESTABLISHED A BICAMERAL LEGISLATURE. THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES WOULD BE BASED ON PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION ACCORDING TO A STATE'S POPULATION, SATISFYING
THE DEMANDS OF LARGER STATES. IN CONTRAST, THE SENATE WOULD PROVIDE EQUAL REPRESENTATION FOR ALL STATES, WITH
EACH STATE HAVING TWO SENATORS, THEREBY SAFEGUARDING THE INTERESTS OF SMALLER STATES. THIS INGENIOUS SOLUTION
CREATED A BALANCED AND DURABLE LEGISLATIVE BRANCH.

ANOTHER CRUCIAL COMPROMISE, OFTEN REFERRED TO AS THE THReE-FIFTHS COMPROMISE, ADDRESSED THE CONTENTIOUS ISSUE
OF SLAVERY AND ITS IMPACT ON REPRESENTATION AND TAXATION. DELEGATES AGREED THAT FOR EVERY FIVE ENSLAVED
INDIVIDUALS, THREE WOULD BE COUNTED TOWARDS A STATE'S TOTAL POPULATION FOR BOTH LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATION
AND DIRECT TAXATION. WHILE THIS COMPROMISE WAS A MORAL STAIN AND PERPETUATED THE INSTITUTION OF SLAVERY, IT
WAS DEEMED NECESSARY AT THE TIME TO SECURE THE RATIFICATION OF THE CONSTITUTION BY THE SOUTHERN STATES.
FURTHERMORE, THE DELEGATES GRAPPLED WITH THE BALANCE OF POWER BETWEEN THE BRANCHES OF GOVERNMENT, ULTIMATELY
ESTABLISHING A SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES WITH DISTINCT LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL POWERS. THis



SEPARATION OF POWERS, COMBINED WITH THE CONCEPT OF FEDERALISM (DIVIDING POWER BETWEEN THE NATIONAL AND STATE
GOVERNMENTS), FORMED THE BEDROCK OF THE NEW US GOVERNMENT. THESE COMPROMISES, THOUGH IMPERFECT, WERE VITAL IN
CREATING A DOCUMENT THAT COULD UNITE A DIVERSE AND OFTEN FRACTIOUS COLLECTION OF STATES INTO A COHESIVE
NATION.

RATIFICATION AND BeYonp: THE CONSTITUTION'S PATH TO LEGITIMACY

THE ADOPTION OF THE CONSTITUTION BY THE CONVENTION IN SEPTEMBER 1787 WAS ONLY THE FIRST STEP; THE REAL
CHALLENGE LAY IN SECURING ITS RATIFICATION BY THE INDIVIDUAL STATES. THIS PROCESS IGNITED A VIGOROUS NATIONAL
DEBATE BETWEEN THE FEDERALISTS, WHO SUPPORTED THE NEW CONSTITUTION, AND THE ANTI-FEDERALISTS, WHO OPPOSED IT,
FEARING THE CONCENTRATION OF POWER IN A STRONG CENTRAL GOVERNMENT. THE FEDERALISTS, LED BY PROMINENT FIGURES LIKE
MADISON, HAMILTON, AND JOHN JAY, PENNED A SERIES OF PERSUASIVE ESSAYS KNOWN AS THE FEDERALIST PAPERS, WHICH
ELOQUENTLY ARTICULATED THE PRINCIPLES AND ADVANTAGES OF THE PROPOSED GOVERNMENT AND SERVED AS A POWERFUL
DEFENSE OF THE CONSTITUTION. THESE WRITINGS REMAIN ESSENTIAL TEXTS FOR UNDERSTANDING THE FRAMERS INTENTIONS.

THE ANTI‘FEDERALISTS, ON THE OTHER HAND, VOICED CONCERNS ABOUT THE POTENTIAL FOR TYRANNY, THE LACK OF A BILL OF
RIGHTS EXPLICITLY PROTECTING INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES, AND THE EROSION OF STATE SOVEREIGNTY. THEIR ARGUMENTS, THOUGH
ULTIMATELY UNSUCCESSFUL IN PREVENTING RATIFICATION, HIGHLIGHTED LEGITIMATE CONCERNS THAT WOULD LATER BE
ADDRESSED. THE RATIFICATION PROCESS WAS OFTEN CONTENTIOUS, WITH SEVERAL STATES RATIFYING BY VERY NARROW
MARGINS. THE PROMISE TO ADD A BILL oF RIGHTS, A COLLECTION OF AMENDMENTS GUARANTEEING FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS,
WAS INSTRUMENTAL IN PERSUADING RELUCTANT STATES, PARTICULARLY VIRGINIA AND NEW YORK, TO APPROVE THE
COoNSTITUTION. ONCE RATIFIED BY THE REQUIRED NINE STATES, THE CONSTITUTION BECAME THE SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND,
USHERING IN A NEW ERA OF AMERICAN GOVERNANCE AND SETTING THE STAGE FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE UNITED STATES
GOVERNMENT AS WE KNOW IT. THE ONGOING PROCESS OF INTERPRETING AND ADAPTING THE CONSTITUTION THROUGH
AMENDMENTS AND JUDICIAL REVIEWW DEMONSTRATES ITS ENDURING DYNAMISM AND THE CONTINUED RELEVANCE OF THE DEBATES
THAT TOOK PLACE IN THAT PHILADELPHIA HALL.

THe ENDURING LEGACY OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

THE CoNSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF 1787 STANDS AS A MONUMENT TO VISIONARY LEADERSHIP AND PRAGMATIC
STATESMANSHIP. THE DOCUMENT PRODUCED, THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION, IS NOT MERELY A HISTORICAL ARTIFACT, IT
IS A LIVING TESTAMENT TO THE PRINCIPLES OF SELF-GOVERNANCE, THE RULE OF LAW, AND THE PURSUIT OF LIBERTY. THE
FRAMERS, DESPITE THEIR PROFOUND DISAGREEMENTS, MANAGED TO FORGE A FRAMEWORK FOR GOVERNMENT THAT HAS PROVEN
REMARKABLY RESILIENT AND ADAPTABLE. THE SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES THEY ESTABLISHED HAS PREVENTED THE
OVERREACH OF ANY SINGLE BRANCH, FOSTERING A STABLE AND ENDURING REPUBLIC. THE CONCEPT OF FEDERALISM CONTINUES TO
SHAPE THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE NATIONAL GOVERNMENT AND THE STATES, ALLOWING FOR A DYNAMIC DISTRIBUTION OF
POWER.

WHILE THE CONSTITUTION HAS BEEN AMENDED OVER TIME TO ADDRESS EVOLVING SOCIETAL VALUES AND CHALLENGES, ITS CORE
STRUCTURE AND FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES REMAIN INTACT. THE DEBATES THAT OCCURRED IN PHILADELPHIA/ THE COMPROMISES
THAT WERE STRUCK, AND THE FORESIGHT OF THE DELEGATES CONTINUE TO INFORM OUR UNDERSTANDING OF AMERICAN
DEMOCRACY TODAY. THE CONVENTION SERVES AS A POWERFUL REMINDER THAT THE STRENGTH OF A NATION LIES NOT ONLY IN
ITS INSTITUTIONS BUT ALSO IN THE WILLINGNESS OF ITS CITIZENS AND LEADERS TO ENGAGE IN ROBUST DEBATE, SEEK COMMON
GROUND, AND STRIVE FOR A MORE PERFECT UNION. THE LEGACY OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION IS, THEREFORE, NOT JUST
A HISTORICAL ACCOUNT BUT AN ONGOING INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE IN THE DEMOCRATIC PROCESS AND UPHOLD THE IDEALS
FOR WHICH IT WAS CONCEIVED.












Q: WHAT WAS THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION?

A: THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION, HELD IN 1787, WAS TO REVISE THE ARTICLES OF
CONFEDERATION, THE INITIAL GOVERNING DOCUMENT OF THE UNITED STATES. HOWEVER, AS THE CONVENTION PROGRESSED, IT
BECAME CLEAR THAT THE ARTICLES WERE TOO FLAWED TO BE EFFECTIVELY AMENDED, AND THE DELEGATES ULTIMATELY DECIDED
TO DRAFT AN ENTIRELY NEW CONSTITUTION FOR THE NATION.

Q: WHO WERE SOME OF THE MOST INFLUENTIAL FIGURES AT THE CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION?

A: SOME OF THE MOST INFLUENTIAL FIGURES AT THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION INCLUDED GEORGE \X/ASHINGTON, WHO
PRESIDED OVER THE ASSEMBLY;JAMES MADISON/ OFTEN CALLED THE “FATHER OF THE CONSTITUTION” FOR HIS INTELLECTUAL
CONTRIBUTIONS AND DETAILED NOTES, BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, THE ELDER STATESMAN WHOSE WISDOM HELPED MEDIATE DISPUTES;
AND ALEXANDER HAMILTON, A STRONG ADVOCATE FOR A ROBUST FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.

Q: WHAT WAS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE GREAT COMPROMISE?

A: THE GREAT COMPROMISE, ALSO KNOWN AS THE CONNECTICUT COMPROMISE, WAS CRUCIAL BECAUSE IT RESOLVED THE
CONFLICT OVER REPRESENTATION IN THE NATIONAL LEGISLATURE. |T ESTABLISHED A BICAMERAL CONGRESS: THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES WITH PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION BASED ON POPULATION, AND THE SENATE WITH EQUAL
REPRESENTATION FOR ALL STATES, ENSURING THAT BOTH LARGE AND SMALL STATES FELT THEIR INTERESTS WERE PROTECTED.

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

A: THE ISSUE OF SLAVERY WAS A DEEPLY CONTENTIOUS ONE, CREATING SIGNIFICANT DIVISION AMONG THE DELEGATES. IT LED
TO COMPROMISES SUCH AS THE THREE-FIFTHS COMPROMISE/ \WHICH DETERMINED HOW ENSLAVED PEOPLE WOULD BE COUNTED
FOR REPRESENTATION AND TAXATION, AND THE AGREEMENT NOT TO PROHIBIT THE SLAVE TRADE FOR TWENTY YEARS. THESE
COMPROMISES WERE VITAL FOR SECURING THE RATIFICATION OF THE CONSTITUTION BY SOUTHERN STATES, THOUGH THEY
PERPETUATED THE INSTITUTION OF SLAVERY.

Q: WHAT IS THE BILL OF RIGHTS AND HOW IS IT RELATED TO THE CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION?

A: THE BILL OF RIGHTS REFERS TO THE FIRST TEN AMENDMENTS TO THE U.S. CONSTITUTION. WHILE NOT PART OF THE ORIGINAL
DOCUMENT DRAFTED AT THE CONVENTION, ITS PROMISE WAS A KEY FACTOR IN SECURING RATIFICATION. ANTI-FEDERALISTS
FEARED THE NEW GOVERNMENT WOULD INFRINGE ON INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES, AND THE SUBSEQUENT ADDITION OF THE BILL OF
RIGHTS SERVED TO GUARANTEE FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS AND ADDRESS THESE CONCERNS.

QI \WHAT IS FEDERALISM AND HOW DID IT ORIGINATE FROM THE CONVENTION?

A: FEDERALISM IS A SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT WHERE POWER IS DIVIDED AND SHARED BETWEEN A NATIONAL (FEDERAL)
GOVERNMENT AND STATE GOVERNMENTS. THIS PRINCIPLE WAS A CORE OUTCOME OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION/ AIMING
TO BALANCE THE NEED FOR A STRONG CENTRAL AUTHORITY WITH THE PRESERVATION OF STATE SOVEREIGNTY AND THE
PREVENTION OF AN OVERREACHING FEDERAL POWER.

Q: WHAT DOES IT MEAN FOR THE CONSTITUTION TO BE A “LIVING DOCUMENT"?

A: THE CONCEPT oF THE CONSTITUTION AS A “LIVING DOCUMENT” MEANS THAT ITS INTERPRETATION AND APPLICATION CAN
EVOLVE OVER TIME TO MEET NEW CHALLENGES AND SOCIETAL CHANGES, WHILE STILL ADHERING TO ITS FUNDAMENTAL
PRINCIPLES. THIS EVOLUTION OCCURS THROUGH FORMAL AMENDMENTS, JUDICIAL REVIEW BY THE SUPREME COURT, AND THE
ONGOING ACTIONS OF THE LEGISLATIVE AND EXECUTIVE BRANCHES.



Q: How DID THE DELEGATES ENSURE A SEPARATION OF POWERS WITHIN THE NEW
GOVERNMENT?

A: THE DELEGATES ENSURED A SEPARATION OF POWERS BY DIVIDING THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT INTO THREE DISTINCT BRANCHES:
THE LEGISLATIVE (CONGRESS), THE EXECUTIVE (PRESIDENT), AND THE JUDICIAL (SUPREME COURT AND LOWER FEDERAL
COURTS). EACH BRANCH WAS GRANTED SPECIFIC POWERS AND RESPONSIBILITIES, AND MECHANISMS FOR CHECKS AND BALANCES
WERE ESTABLISHED TO PREVENT ANY ONE BRANCH FROM BECOMING TOO DOMINANT.
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