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Introduction
The United States has reached a very important moment in its history from a constitutional point of view the supreme court stated that apart from the exclusive authority of setting and solving problems related to the matter of constitutional law through a number of decisions of the court it firmly established the federal judicial system as the most important platform for handling constitutional conflicts and engaging in constitutional discourse that positions itself as a primary authority in this context[footnoteRef:1].   [1:  Dickerson, Robert C. Post & Reva B. Siegel, Protecting the Constitution from the People: Juricentric Restrictions on Section Five Power, 78 Ind. L.J. 1, 1 (2003).] 

One of the prominent modes of constitutional interpretation embraced by the court system involves the examination of history, tradition, and the text of the Constitution. Furthermore, the Court has firmly established its comprehensive and fundamental perspective on constitutional law and its associated values. This form of "juridical" constitutionalism has marginalized other political branches, relegating them to a secondary status concerning constitutional matters.[footnoteRef:2]. The United States has arrived at this critical constitutional juncture due, in part, to a cumulative process. As Congress increasingly faced dysfunction and gridlock, the Supreme Court has stepped in to fill the void. However, this moment has also been shaped by the belief that our constitutional system necessitates assertive and exclusive judicial review by the Supreme Court. In the absence of the "least dangerous" branch, who will ensure that the constitutional limits are upheld? Many of our current government leaders came of age immersed in the teachings of legal scholars like Alexander M. Bickel and John Hart Ely, and engaged in discussions about the challenges of wielding multiple sources of authority. The current composition of the Supreme Court, predominantly educated at Harvard and Yale law schools, reflects their influence and commitment to these ideas[footnoteRef:3].  [2:  Post & Siegel, supra note 4, at 2; James B. Thayer, The Origin and Scope of the American Doctrine of Constitutional Law, 7 Harv. L. Rev. 129, 155-56 (1893).]  [3:  Supreme Court Justices, Sup. Ct. U.S., https:‌//‌www‌.supremecourt‌.gov‌/about‌/faq‌_justices‌.aspx [https:‌//‌perma‌.cc‌/4P3N‌-84PT].] 

In the past, the federal Indian Act, however flawed, had a profound effect on the constitutional structure of the United States. Often, it served as a crushing defense against the ongoing American colonial program. It should be noted that many of the significant constitutional changes brought about by the federal Indian Act occurred outside the walls of the federal courts. Local-born lawyers played a central role in reshaping this framework through various means. This modern framework of federal Indian law recognizes tribal sovereignty, supports self-determination, and facilitates cooperative lawmaking[footnoteRef:4].As a result, federal Indian law has left an unmistakable imprint on various aspects of the US government, from Congress to individual states, as well as on the federal and constitutional structure itself. One key observation is that Congress plays a distinct role in shaping and interpreting constitutional law. As the court's influence diminishes, it highlights the unique strengths and weaknesses inherent in centralizing meaning, values, and constitutional law within a legislative body, rather than relying solely on the courts, the president, or other controversies[footnoteRef:5]. [4:  udith Resnik, Tribes, Wars, and the Federal Courts: Applying the Myths and the Methods of Marbury v. Madison to Tribal Courts’ Criminal Jurisdiction, 36 Ariz. St. L.J. 77, 77-78 (2004)]  [5:  Bertrall Ross, Embracing Administrative Constitutionalism, 95 B.U. L. Rev. 519 (2015)] 















1.0 The written constitution
In recent years, written constitutions have received significant attention and interest. While they were a focus for early twentieth-century comparisons, constitutions gradually became only a small part of the broader spectrum of political phenomena that scholars scrutinized in the second half of the century. However, there has been a renewed interest in constitutions, driven in part by binding motives. For those seeking to reshape societies and their governance, the act of rewriting the constitution provides a tangible and concrete path to change. This has led to an increased appreciation of constitutions as vital institutions that underpin governance. Constitutions have the potential to play critical roles in ensuring political stability, maintaining democracy and supporting economic performance. They have also become central to foreign policy agendas, as international efforts focus on their role in the reconstruction and stabilization of post-conflict societies. Surprisingly, the pace of constitutional reform was brisk. In any given year, an estimated four countries are in the process of drafting entirely new constitutional texts, while many others are considering smaller amendments. In these contexts, the drafters put a strong emphasis on the constitution as a tool for creating deep institutional transformations[footnoteRef:6]. In spite of the significant role played by written constitutions in both academic scholarship and practical governance, there exists some confusion regarding their precise function. The late Walter Murphy, a highly esteemed scholar of public law, frequently emphasized the importance of distinguishing between the term "constitution" and the written text itself. He cautioned against conflating the two, highlighting the need to consider other elements of higher law that extend beyond the written document. Many others have expanded upon Murphy's perspective, emphasizing that the written text does not perfectly encapsulate the broader constitutional order of a country. This larger constitutional order may encompass superstatutes, judicial and agency decisions, and even informal institutions. Interestingly, there has been a concurrent increase in the examination of the unwritten or extratextual constitution, with some scholars attributing nearly equal importance to sources external to the formal text as they do to the text itself[footnoteRef:7]. [6:  Elkins Z, Ginsburg T, Melton J., The Endurance of National Constitutions. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge (2009)]  [7:  Murphy WF., Constitutional Democracy: Creating and Maintaining a Just Political Order. Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins Univ.(2007).] 

The analyses conducted offer valuable insights into the study of written constitutions. They underscore the importance of examining the content of written constitutions in addressing the four challenges mentioned earlier. However, they also illuminate the theoretical and methodological limitations associated with the analysis of written constitutions. These limitations provide guidelines for the use of written constitutions in empirical research, and we emphasize four key points derived from this analysis:
1. Written constitutions have distinct areas of focus, ranging from core to peripheral topics. Scholars should consider the relevance of written constitutions to their research based on the centrality of the subject matter to the constitution.
2. Compliance with written constitutions varies significantly, not only among different constitutions but also across different substantive domains within a single constitution. Researchers should be mindful of the varying impact of constitutional provisions in different contexts.
3. The interdependence observed in the design of constitutions challenges the notion that constitutions merely reflect decisions or norms from other sources. This interdependence can be leveraged to treat episodes of constitutional design as natural experiments when studying the impact of constitutional provisions.
4. While there are promising analytical prospects for studying written constitutions, researchers should exercise caution in their deployment and consider the specific research design and context in which they are used.
In summary, while written constitutions offer valuable insights and research opportunities, researchers must navigate their limitations and context-specific nuances when incorporating them into their studies.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  North DC, Weingast BR. , Constitutions and commitment: the evolution of institutions governing public choice in seventeenth-century England. J. Econ. Hist. 49(4):803–32 (1898)] 



1.1 The Federal Government
One of the things that falls under the federal government is the national authority of the United States. The government functions as a federal republic located mostly in North America. The government has authority over 50 states, various island territories, self-governing territories, and the federal district of Washington, DC, which serves as the national capital and the focus of all federal government activities. In Washington, DC, is the headquarters of the United States federal government, which is divided into three separate departments: the legislative, executive and judicial branches. Each of these departments was assigned different powers. These rights and obligations appear in the legislation of the Congress[footnoteRef:9].The United States government is guided by lines that come from the world of republicanism and federalism, which include the distribution of powers and authorities between the governments. Since the adoption of the Constitution, there has been an ongoing debate over the interpretation and application of these principles, including the scope of the federal government's authority and how it should be exercised. Various arguments were heard, with some in favor of a broader role for the federal government and others actually believing that the government should be given a more limited role compared to other bodies. Since the American Civil War, there has been a significant expansion of government powers. However, there have also been periods in American history where the legislature exerted considerable influence, and states' rights advocates successfully reduced federal authority through legislative measures, various executive actions, or interpretations that are partly judicial[footnoteRef:10]. [9:  U.S. Government Publishing Office Style Manual , U.S. Government Publishing Office. p. 32 (2006).]  [10:  Ford, Henry Jones. “The Influence of State Politics in Expanding Federal Power.” Proceedings of the American Political Science Association, vol. 5, 1908, pp. 53–63. JSTOR, https://doi.org/10.2307/3038511. Accessed 23 July 2023.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk141100022]1.2  The Separation Of  Power 
According to Camrinsky who emphasizes the "separation of powers" doctrine as one of the cornerstones of the American constitutional system. In his book "Principles and Policies", he clarifies how this principle divides the powers and duties equally between three departments, each of which has unique powers and duties that will serve as checks and balances on the others. The writers of the constitution, who would establish the legislative, executive and judicial authorities, ensured that a single branch would not have the ability to accumulate uncontrolled authority. This can be clearly seen in the Federalist Papers, where Alexander Hamilton argued that a system of checks and balances was essential to centralization by one department.[footnoteRef:11]. The United States Constitution does not explicitly state that the powers of the federal government's three branches should be separated. In the original draft of what would later become the Bill of Rights, James Madison proposed an amendment to make the separation of powers explicit. However, his fellow members of Congress rejected this proposal, believing that the principle of separation of powers was already implicit in the Constitution's governmental structure. They saw Madison's proposed amendment as redundant. The Constitution's first article vests "ALL legislative powers" in Congress, the second article vests "the executive power" in the President, and the third article places the "judicial power of the United States" in one Supreme Court and other inferior courts established by Congress. Separation of powers serves multiple objectives. It prevents the concentration of power, which is viewed as a potential source of tyranny, and equips each branch with mechanisms to resist encroachments by the other two branches. James Madison argued in Federalist Papers No. 51 that "Ambition must be made to counteract ambition." Therefore, the system of separated powers is not designed primarily for efficiency but rather to safeguard and maximize individual freedom[footnoteRef:12]. Two distinct perspectives on executive power have been articulated by past presidents. The "strong president" concept, modeled after Theodore Roosevelt, basically asserts that presidents can take action unless the constitution specifically prohibits it. In contrast, the "weak president" view, of which President Howard Taft is one, asserts that presidents can only exercise powers expressly granted by the Constitution or delegated to them by Congress under its enumerated powers[footnoteRef:13]. [11:  Chemerinsky, Erwin. "Constitutional Law: Principles and Policies” Wolters Kluwer, (2021).]  [12:  Bowsher v. Synar, 478 U.S. 714 ,(1986).]  [13:  Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. v Sawyer, Executive Encroachments on Legislative Powers, (1952)] 

1.3  The Bill of Rights
Erwin Chemerinsky's scholarship on the Bill of Rights likely emphasizes its essential role in protecting individual liberties and rights from government infringement. The Bill of Rights, comprising the first ten amendments to the United States Constitution, was added shortly after the Constitution's ratification to address concerns about potential governmental abuse of power.
Chemerinsky is expected to provide an in-depth examination of the historical context surrounding the Bill of Rights and the debates that transpired during the Constitutional Convention regarding its incorporation into the Constitution. He is likely to delve into landmark Supreme Court cases that have significantly influenced the interpretation and implementation of the Bill of Rights over time. Some of the key elements that Chemerinsky might explore include:
1. Freedom of Speech: The First Amendment's provisions protecting freedom of speech, expression, and the establishment and free exercise of religion.
2. Right to Bear Arms: The Second Amendment's assurance of the right to possess and carry firearms.
3. Due Process and Equal Protection: The Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments' safeguards ensuring due process rights and equal protection under the law.
4. Search and Seizure: The Fourth Amendment's shield against unreasonable searches and seizures.
5. Right to Counsel: The Sixth Amendment's affirmation of the right to legal representation in criminal proceedings.
6. Cruel and Unusual Punishment: The Eighth Amendment's prohibition of cruel and unusual punishments.
Chemerinsky's analysis is likely to explore how the Bill of Rights has been integrated into and enforced against state governments via the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, which has significantly reshaped the dynamics between the federal government and the states. For a thorough and current understanding of Erwin Chemerinsky's viewpoints on the Bill of Rights and its relevance in Constitutional Law, consulting his specific works, particularly his book "Constitutional Law: Principles and Policies," is recommended.[footnoteRef:14]. [14:  Erwin Chemerinsky, "Constitutional Law: Principles and Policies" , Second Edition, (2002).] 




[bookmark: _Hlk141177857]2.0 The Authority of Judicial Review
The doctrine of judicial review asserts that the courts possess the authority to determine the legitimacy of actions undertaken by the executive and legislative branches of government. Both state and federal courts are obligated to issue rulings that adhere to the principles enshrined in the Federal Constitution. The executive and legislative branches of government are likewise mandated to carry out their duties with strict adherence to constitutional principles. However, when challenges arise over actions taken by these branches, it falls upon the judicial branch to make the final determination regarding their constitutionality. The legitimacy of judicial review is firmly grounded in the Supremacy Clause of the Constitution, which mandates that all laws enacted in the United States must comply with the Federal Constitution. This requirement would lack objectivity if it were decided by the same body that enacted the law in question. Furthermore, judicial review serves as a potent counterbalancing force, ensuring that the only branch of government whose members are not subject to the prevailing political climate or special interests can interpret laws and executive actions in accordance with the Constitution. For a judicial review decision to fulfill the doctrine's intent, it should exhibit two critical characteristics: (1) a sincere commitment to comprehending the Constitution and (2) an absence of personal and institutional bias. However, it is essential to acknowledge that all judicial decisions may be influenced by the era in which they are made and the personal inclinations of the decision-makers. The system acknowledges the inevitability of human fallibility and permits future judges to rectify the errors of their predecessors. Please refer to the footnotes for additional information[footnoteRef:15].  [15:  A.B Rubin, Judicial Review in the United States, Louisiana Law Review Volume: 40 Issue: 1  Pages: 67-82,(1979).] 

[bookmark: _Hlk141177887]2.1 Key aspects of judicial review in the United States :
1. Marbury v. Madison: In this historic case, the Supreme Court used its power to interpret the Constitution and evaluate the constitutionality of legislative acts. Chief Justice Marshall clearly established the responsibility of the judiciary to uphold the constitution and to invalidate laws that contradict it. This groundbreaking decision laid the foundation for the principle of judicial review, which remains a crucial element in the American legal system today[footnoteRef:16]. [16:  "Marbury v. Madison and Judicial Review" - Cornell Legal Information Institute(1803). https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/marbury_v._madison_and_judicial_review] 

2. Constitutionality of Laws: A key role of judicial review is to evaluate the constitutionality of laws enacted by Congress or state legislatures. When a case comes before the courts, the judiciary carefully assesses the law in question to ascertain whether it aligns with the provisions and principles outlined in the Constitution.[footnoteRef:17]. [17:  Erwin Chemerinsky, "Constitutional Law: Principles and Policies" , Second Edition, (2002).] 

3. Checks and Balances: The checks and balances of the United States judicial system serve as a safeguard against any single branch of government - whether legislative, executive or judicial - acquiring unchecked authority. The judicial branch functions as a balance against the legislative and executive branch by canceling laws or actions that contradict the constitution[footnoteRef:18]. [18:  Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, John Jay, et al., The Federalist Papers, 	Mentor Books, (1999).] 

4. Interpretation of the Constitution: the power of judicial review allows the courts to interpret the constitutions provisions and apply them to contemporary issues over time the judiciary has played a crucial role in shaping constitutional law through its interpretations setting precedents for future cases[footnoteRef:19]. [19: "Marbury v. Madison and Judicial Review" - Cornell Legal Information Institute: https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/marbury_v._madison_and_judicial_review] 

5. Federal vs. State Laws: Judicial review encompasses not only federal laws but also state laws. Supreme Court decisions can impact the legality of state laws if they are found to be in conflict with the federal Constitution[footnoteRef:20]. [20:  https://www.diffen.com/difference/Federal_Law_vs_State_Law] 

6. [bookmark: _Hlk147751504]Scope and Limitations: Judicial review encompasses not only federal laws but also state laws. Supreme Court decisions can impact the legality of state laws if they are found to be in conflict with the federal Constitution[footnoteRef:21]. [21:   "The Establishment of Judicial Review"] 

In summary, judicial review stands as a cornerstone of the United States' legal system, providing the judiciary with the power to assess and nullify laws or government actions that do not align with the Constitution. Its inception in Marbury v. Madison has had profound consequences, influencing the distribution of authority among the branches of government and safeguarding individual freedoms and the principles of justice.
[bookmark: _Hlk141087020]3.0 The federal legislative power
The legislative branch, established by Article I of the Constitution, consists of two chambers, the House of Representatives and the Senate, which together constitute the Congress of the United States. Congress has sole authority to enact laws and authorize going to war, it approves presidential appointments, and possesses significant investigative powers. The House of Representatives has 435 members who are divided among the 50 states based on their population. In addition, there are 6 non-voting members representing the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico and four other US territories. The Speaker of the House, elected by the representatives, serves as the officer of the presidency and ranks third in the line of presidential succession. Elected members of the House are replaced every two years and must meet criteria certain for eligibility (being at least 25 years old and US citizens for at least 7 years). The House of Representatives has a number of exclusively reserved powers, including initiating revenue bills, impeaching federal officials, and resolving tie votes in the Electoral College in presidential elections. On the other hand, the Senate consists of 100 senators, with each state represented by two senators. To be eligible to run for senator, one must be at least 30 years old, and be a resident and citizen of the United States for nine years[footnoteRef:22]. [22:  https://www.whitehouse.gov/about-the-white-house/our-government/the-legislative-branch/] 

[bookmark: _Hlk141178275]3.1.  Key aspects of the federal legislative power include[footnoteRef:23]: [23:  https://www.whitehouse.gov/about-the-white-house/our-government/the-legislative-branch/] 

1. Enumerated Powers: Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution explicitly outlines the powers delegated to Congress. These enumerated powers encompass various responsibilities such as the ability to coin currency, establish postal services, regulate interstate commerce, declare war, and maintain and fund armed forces, among others.
2. Necessary and Proper Clause: Often referred to as the "Elastic Clause," Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Constitution grants Congress the power to make all laws necessary and proper for executing its enumerated powers. This clause has been interpreted to provide Congress with implied powers beyond those explicitly listed in the Constitution.
3. Bicameral Structure: Congress is divided into two chambers - the Senate and the House of Representatives. The Senate consists of 100 members, with each state having two senators who serve six-year terms. In contrast, the House of Representatives consists of 435 members, who are assigned to each country based on its population, and they serve a two-year term. In order for the legislation to become law, it must pass both chambers in the same way.
4. Lawmaking Process: To enact a law, the legislative process involves introducing a bill in one of the chambers, subjecting it to committee review and debate, and then conducting a vote among the members. If the bill gains approval in one chamber, it proceeds to the other for further consideration and potential approval. Once both chambers pass the bill, it is forwarded to the President, who can either sign it into law or veto it.
5. Powers Exclusive to Each Chamber: The Constitution grants certain powers that are unique to each chamber. For example, the Senate has the authority to ratify treaties and confirm presidential appointments to the judiciary and executive branch positions. The House of Representatives has the power of impeachment, and all revenue-raising bills must originate in the House.
6. Checks and Balances:  The legislative branch's power is subject to checks and balances from the other branches of government. The President can exercise veto power over legislation, and the judiciary can review the constitutionality of laws through the process of judicial review, as established in the landmark case of Marbury v. Madison.
In summary, the federal legislative power in the United States is vested in Congress, a bicameral body responsible for enacting laws, levying taxes, regulating commerce, and carrying out various crucial functions of the federal government. The Constitution delineates the precise powers delegated to Congress, and its two-chamber structure serves as a mechanism for checks and balances, preventing any single branch from accumulating unchecked authority.

[bookmark: _Hlk141178388]4.0 The federal Executive power
Executive power at the federal level in the United States is vested in the President of the United States. Serving as the chief of the executive branch of the federal government, the President's role encompasses the enforcement and execution of laws, the management of administrative agencies, and the direction of both foreign and domestic policies. Key components of federal executive authority comprise:[footnoteRef:24]. [24:  https://constitutioncenter.org/the-constitution/articles/article-ii] 

1) Commander-in-Chief: The President serves as the Commander-in-Chief of the United States Armed Forces, providing them with authority over the military. Although Congress holds the power to declare war, the President has the capability to deploy troops and respond to emergencies without the need for a formal declaration.

2) Appointment and Removal: the president possesses the authority to nominate federal judges cabinet members ambassadors and other high-level officials with the requirement of senate advice and consent furthermore the president retains the ability to remove specific officials from their positions although the procedures and constraints for removal differ.

3) Pardoning Power: Pardoning Power: The President has the authority to grant pardons and reprieves for federal offenses, except in cases of impeachment. This power allows the President to forgive individuals for their crimes or reduce their sentences.

4) Treaty Negotiation and Foreign Policy: The President, in conjunction with the Senate's advice and consent, holds the authority to engage in treaty negotiations and sign treaties with foreign nations. Moreover, the President plays a central role in shaping and executing the foreign policy of the United States, serving as its representative in international interactions.

5) Executive Orders: The President has the authority to issue executive orders, which are directives carrying the weight of law, to oversee and direct the functioning of the federal government. These orders must adhere to the Constitution and prevailing laws.
6) Veto Power: The President possesses the authority to veto bills passed by Congress. A veto can be overridden by a two-thirds majority vote in both the House of Representatives and the Senate.
7) State of the Union Address: The President is obligated to deliver an annual State of the Union Address to Congress, offering an assessment of the nation's status and outlining legislative objectives.
8) Executive Agreements: The President can engage in executive agreements with foreign nations without requiring Senate approval. Although these agreements do not hold the same legal weight as treaties, they can carry substantial international significance.
It is crucial to emphasize that the President's executive power is not unlimited and is subject to checks and balances from the other branches of government. Congress can override vetoes, and the judiciary can scrutinize executive actions for constitutionality. In summary, the federal executive power in the United States resides in the President, who is tasked with enforcing laws, shaping foreign policy, and overseeing federal agencies. The President's authority is carefully balanced by checks and balances from the other branches of government, fostering a system of shared powers and accountability..
5.0 The Federalism 
Federalism is a fundamental concept enshrined in the Constitution, and it revolves around the division of power between the national and state governments. The intention of the Primers was to create a unified national government with limited authority while maintaining a distinct area in which state governments could exercise broad police power. This approach is designed to preserve individual liberties by decentralizing power. It is worth noting that federalism offers additional benefits, as recognized by judges and scholars. It allows individual countries to serve as testing grounds for innovative government initiatives, often referred to as laboratories of democracy. Furthermore, federalism enhances the accountability of elected officials to the citizens they serve[footnoteRef:25]. Federalism is a fundamental concept enshrined in the Constitution, and it revolves around the division of power between the national and state governments. The intention of the Primers was to create a unified national government with limited authority while maintaining a distinct area in which state governments could exercise broad police power. This approach is designed to preserve individual liberties by decentralizing power. It is worth noting that federalism offers additional benefits, as recognized by judges and scholars. It allows individual countries to serve as testing grounds for innovative government initiatives, often referred to as laboratories of democracy. Furthermore, federalism enhances the accountability of elected officials to the citizens they serve[footnoteRef:26]. [25:  James Madison, The Alleged Danger From the Powers of the Union to the State Governments Considered, Federalism NO.45 , (2000).]  [26:  NLRB v. Jones & Laughlin Steel Corp., Supreme Court Of The United States, 301 U.S. 1, 30 (1937).] 

[bookmark: _Hlk141178549]5.1 Key aspects of federalism in the United States include[footnoteRef:27] [27:  FTC v. Ticor Title Ins. Co., Federalism serves to assign political responsibility, not to obscure it., 504 U.S. 621, 636 (1992).] 

1) The U.S. Constitution establishes a clear separation of powers between the federal government and the states. This division is outlined in Article I, Section 8, where the Constitution enumerates specific powers granted to the federal government. Additionally, the Tenth Amendment emphasizes that any powers not delegated to the federal government are reserved for the states. The federal government possesses enumerated powers, which include regulating interstate commerce, coining money, and declaring war, among others. In contrast, the states retain reserved powers, enabling them to address matters not explicitly assigned to the federal government. This division of powers reflects the principles of federalism and is a fundamental aspect of the American constitutional framework.
2. Supremacy Clause: The Supremacy Clause, found in Article VI of the Constitution, establishes that the federal Constitution, laws passed by Congress, and treaties are the highest legal authority in the land. This means that in case of a conflict between federal and state laws, federal law takes precedence.
3. Dual Sovereignty: Federalism in the United States acknowledges the concept of dual sovereignty, where both the federal government and state governments have independent authority within their respective domains. Each government is accountable to its citizens and operates under its own set of laws and regulations.
4. State Autonomy: While the federal government has limited authority to intervene in state matters, states maintain a significant degree of autonomy in shaping their policies, laws, and governance structures to meet their specific needs and preferences.
5. Reserved Powers: The Tenth Amendment explicitly states that powers not granted to the federal government by the Constitution nor prohibited by it are reserved for the states or the people. This reaffirms the idea that states possess substantial powers beyond those explicitly listed in the Constitution.
6. Interstate Relations: Federalism also plays a crucial role in managing relations between states. For instance, the Commerce Clause in the Constitution empowers the federal government to regulate commerce among the states.
7. Elastic Clause and Implied Powers: While the Constitution specifies certain powers for the federal government, the Elastic Clause (Necessary and Proper Clause) grants Congress the authority to enact any laws necessary and proper for executing its enumerated powers. This has been interpreted to include implied powers required to effectively carry out the enumerated powers.










Conclusions: 
According to the Tenth Amendment in the U.S. Constitution, any authority not explicitly granted to the federal government is reserved for the states and the people. State governments in the United States mirror the federal government's structure, comprising executive, legislative, and judicial branches. While the U.S. Constitution mandates that states adhere to a "republican form" of governance, it doesn't prescribe a specific three-branch setup. The United States functions as a constitutional republic and a representative democracy. The nation's governance operates within a framework of checks and balances outlined in the U.S. Constitution, which stands as the paramount legal document. In the U.S., citizens typically fall under the jurisdiction of three governing levels: federal, state, and local. The original wording of the Constitution delineates the structure and responsibilities of the federal government and its interactions with individual states. The Constitution has undergone 27 amendments, including the initial ten amendments, collectively known as the Bill of Rights. These amendments establish the core principles of Americans' individual rights. To prevent the concentration of power by any single individual or group, the Constitution divides the federal government into three branches:
· Legislative – Makes laws (Congress)
· Executive – Carries out laws (President, Vice President, Cabinet)
· Judicial – Evaluates laws (Supreme Court and other courts)
Each branch of government can change acts of the other branches as follows:
· The President holds the authority to veto legislative bills passed by Congress, which can be overridden by a Congressional supermajority.
· Congress plays a pivotal role in confirming or rejecting the President's appointments and has the power to impeach and remove the President under exceptional circumstances.
· Justices of the Supreme Court, responsible for overturning unconstitutional laws, are nominated by the President and require Senate confirmation.



The legislative branch is responsible for enacting legislation, approving or rejecting presidential appointments and declaring war. It consists of Congress, which consists of the Senate and the House of Representatives, as well as various supporting agencies that assist Congress in its duties. The executive branch is responsible for the execution and enforcement of laws and consists of the president, the vice president, the cabinet, 15 executive departments, independent agencies and councils, various commissions and committees. The judiciary is responsible for interpreting the meaning of the laws, applying the laws to individual cases and checking whether they meet the requirements of the constitution. This branch includes the Supreme Court and other federal courts.
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