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The New Jersey Plan stands as a pivotal proposal in the history of American constitutional
development. Introduced during the Constitutional Convention of 1787, it aimed to address critical
issues related to representation and the structure of the federal government. As debates intensified
over how states would be represented in the new government, the New Jersey Plan emerged as a
significant alternative to the Virginia Plan, reflecting the interests of smaller states and emphasizing
a different approach to governance. Understanding the conclusions that can be drawn from this plan
not only sheds light on the challenges faced during the founding of the United States but also
highlights the foundational principles that shaped the U.S. Constitution.

This article explores the two primary conclusions that can be drawn about the New Jersey Plan,
analyzing its significance, features, and the lasting impact it had on American political development.
Through a detailed examination, readers will gain insight into how the plan influenced the creation
of the federal government and the underlying principles of equality and sovereignty that continue to
resonate today.

Background and Context of the New Jersey Plan

Before delving into the conclusions, it is essential to understand the context in which the New Jersey
Plan was proposed. The Constitutional Convention was convened in Philadelphia in 1787 to address
the shortcomings of the Articles of Confederation, which had created a weak central government.
Delegates from various states gathered to craft a new constitution that balanced power between the
states and the federal government.

The Virginia Plan, proposed by Edmund Randolph and James Madison, called for a strong national
government with representation based on population. Smaller states, however, feared that such a
system would marginalize their influence. In response, William Paterson of New Jersey introduced
the New Jersey Plan, which sought to preserve the sovereignty of individual states and ensure equal
representation regardless of size.

The New Jersey Plan proposed a unicameral legislature with equal votes for each state, maintaining
the structure of the Articles of Confederation but with increased powers for the federal government,

such as taxation and regulation of commerce. This plan was a compromise attempt to protect the
interests of smaller states and prevent domination by larger states.

Features of the New Jersey Plan

To understand the conclusions about the plan, it is important to review its key features:



1. Equal Representation

- Each state would have an equal vote in the legislature, regardless of population size.
- This aimed to protect smaller states from being overshadowed by larger states with more populous
constituencies.

2. Strengthening Federal Authority

- The plan proposed granting Congress additional powers, including the ability to impose taxes and
regulate commerce.

- While maintaining state sovereignty, it sought a stronger central authority than that under the
Articles of Confederation.

3. Unicameral Legislature

- The plan called for a single legislative body where each state had one vote.
- This simplified the legislative structure and emphasized equality among states.

4., Limited Federal Powers

- The plan did not propose a separate executive or judicial branch, focusing primarily on legislative
authority.
- It aimed to amend the Articles of Confederation rather than replace them entirely.

Two Major Conclusions About the New Jersey Plan

From its features and the context in which it was proposed, two significant conclusions emerge
regarding the New Jersey Plan:

Conclusion 1: The Plan Emphasized State Sovereignty and
Equal Representation

One of the most prominent aspects of the New Jersey Plan is its focus on protecting the sovereignty
of individual states and ensuring equal representation in the federal government. This conclusion
can be understood through several key points:

- Protection of Smaller States: Smaller states feared that a proportional representation system, as
proposed in the Virginia Plan, would diminish their influence. The New Jersey Plan's equal voting
system aimed to level the playing field, giving each state an equal voice.

- Preservation of State Authority: By maintaining a unicameral legislature with equal votes, the plan
reinforced the idea that states would retain significant authority within the federal system. This was
a reaction against the perceived dominance of larger states and a desire to safeguard state
independence.



- Reflection of Federalism Principles: The plan underscored the importance of balancing national
interests with state sovereignty. It reflected a commitment to a federal system where states retained
significant powers and privileges.

Implications of This Conclusion:

- It demonstrated the importance of compromise in the constitutional process, accommodating
smaller states' concerns.

- It laid the groundwork for the eventual adoption of the Connecticut Compromise (Great
Compromise), which combined elements of the New Jersey and Virginia Plans to create a bicameral
legislature with both proportional and equal representation.

Conclusion 2: The Plan Highlighted the Need for a Stronger
Federal Government

Despite its emphasis on state sovereignty, the New Jersey Plan also acknowledged the necessity of a
stronger central authority than what existed under the Articles of Confederation. Key points include:

- Proposal for Increased Federal Powers: The plan advocated granting Congress authority to tax,
regulate commerce, and perform other essential functions to maintain economic stability and
national unity.

- Response to Weaknesses of the Articles of Confederation: The weaknesses of the Articles—such as
lack of power to enforce laws, collect taxes, or regulate trade—necessitated a more robust federal
structure. The New Jersey Plan recognized this need and sought to amend the existing framework
accordingly.

- Limited Scope of Federal Authority: While advocating for a stronger government, the plan still
aimed to preserve state sovereignty, indicating an understanding of the importance of balancing
power rather than concentrating it entirely at the national level.

Implications of This Conclusion:

- It demonstrated a consensus that a federal government needed enhanced powers to effectively
govern a diverse and expanding nation.

- It influenced subsequent debates and compromise solutions, leading to the establishment of a
federal system with both shared and separate powers.

Legacy and Impact of the New Jersey Plan

The conclusions drawn from the New Jersey Plan played a crucial role in shaping the United States
Constitution. Its emphasis on state sovereignty and equal representation influenced the Connecticut
Compromise, which created a bicameral legislature consisting of the Senate (equal representation)
and the House of Representatives (proportional representation).

Furthermore, the plan's call for a stronger federal government laid the foundation for the
Constitution's provisions granting Congress increased powers, such as taxation and regulation of
commerce, which are essential to federal authority today.



The debate between the principles embodied in the New Jersey Plan and the Virginia Plan
exemplifies the foundational tensions in American constitutional development: the balance between
state sovereignty and national power, and between equality and representation. These tensions
continue to influence American political discourse.

Conclusion

In summary, the two primary conclusions that can be drawn about the New Jersey Plan are:

1. It emphasized the importance of protecting the sovereignty of individual states and ensuring
equal representation in the federal government. This reflected the concerns of smaller states and
aimed to prevent domination by larger states, reinforcing principles of federalism and state
independence.

2. It acknowledged the necessity for a stronger federal government with expanded powers to
address the weaknesses of the Articles of Confederation. While advocating for increased federal
authority, it balanced this with the preservation of state sovereignty, laying the groundwork for the
nuanced federal system established by the Constitution.

These conclusions underscore the significance of the New Jersey Plan as a key element in the
complex process of creating a balanced and functional federal government. Its legacy persists in the
structure of the United States government today, embodying the ongoing effort to reconcile state
interests with national unity. Understanding these conclusions provides valuable insights into the
foundational debates that continue to shape American democracy.

Frequently Asked Questions

What was the primary goal of the New Jersey Plan?

The primary goal was to ensure equal representation for each state in the federal government,
regardless of population size.

How did the New Jersey Plan propose to structure the
legislature?

It proposed a unicameral legislature with each state having one vote, maintaining equal
representation.

What conclusion can be drawn about the New Jersey Plan's
stance on state power?

It emphasized preserving the power of individual states and limiting the influence of larger states in
the national government.



How did the New Jersey Plan influence the Constitutional
Convention?

It contributed to the debate on representation, leading to the Connecticut Compromise that
combined elements of both plans.

What can be inferred about the New Jersey Plan's view on
population-based representation?

It rejected population-based representation, favoring equal votes for all states regardless of size.

Did the New Jersey Plan favor a strong central government?

It favored a relatively strong central government, but with significant powers reserved to the states.

What conclusion can be drawn about the New Jersey Plan's
impact on federalism?

It reinforced the idea of a federal system where states retained significant sovereignty and influence.

How does the New Jersey Plan compare to the Virginia Plan?

While the New Jersey Plan advocated for equal representation, the Virginia Plan favored
representation based on population, leading to a compromise in the final Constitution.

What is the lasting significance of the New Jersey Plan in
American political history?

It played a crucial role in shaping the debate over representation and federalism, influencing the
development of the U.S. Constitution.

Additional Resources

New Jersey Plan: An In-Depth Analysis of Its Conclusions

The New Jersey Plan stands as a pivotal proposal in the history of American constitutional
development. Conceived during the Constitutional Convention of 1787, it was a response to the
Virginia Plan and sought to preserve the interests of smaller states amid discussions of national
governance. As we explore the implications of this plan, two primary conclusions emerge: its
emphasis on equal state representation and its influence on the structure of the United States
Congress. These conclusions reveal both the strengths and limitations inherent in the plan, shaping
the foundation of American federalism.



Understanding the New Jersey Plan

Before delving into its conclusions, it's vital to understand what the New Jersey Plan entailed.
Proposed by William Paterson, the plan advocated for a unicameral legislature where each state
would have an equal vote, regardless of population size. This contrasted sharply with the Virginia
Plan, which favored representation based on population. The New Jersey Plan aimed to amend the
Articles of Confederation rather than replace them, seeking to strengthen the national government
while maintaining the sovereignty of individual states.

Conclusion One: Emphasis on Equal State
Representation Preserves State Sovereignty

Overview of the Conclusion

One of the most significant conclusions about the New Jersey Plan is that its commitment to equal
representation for each state underscores a desire to preserve state sovereignty within the federal
system. This approach was rooted in the fear that larger states would dominate national politics if
representation was based solely on population.

Features and Characteristics

- Equal Representation: Each state, regardless of size, had one vote in the legislature.

- Preservation of State Power: The plan aimed to prevent larger states from overpowering smaller
ones in the decision-making process.

- Maintenance of Sovereign State Status: The plan sought to keep states as autonomous entities
within a federal structure.

Pros of This Approach

- Protection of Small States: Ensures that less-populous states have a voice comparable to that of
larger states.

- Balance of Power: Prevents domination by highly populous states, fostering a sense of fairness.

- Encourages State Participation: Smaller states feel more invested in federal processes when their
influence is preserved.

Cons and Limitations

- Potential for Inequity: Larger states may feel underrepresented, leading to dissatisfaction.
- Inefficient in Large Populations: Equal votes do not reflect the diverse interests of a growing and



heterogeneous population.
- Risk of Gridlock: Equal votes could lead to stalemates, especially when states have conflicting
interests.

Implications

This conclusion indicates that the New Jersey Plan prioritized safeguarding the interests of smaller
states, ensuring they had a meaningful voice in national legislation. While this approach promotes
fairness for less-populous states, it raises questions about democratic representation, especially as
populations grow and shift over time. The plan's emphasis on equality among states set a precedent
for the eventual structure of the Senate, which remains based on equal state representation today.

Conclusion Two: Influence on the Structure of the U.S.
Congress and Federal System

Overview of the Conclusion

A second major conclusion is that the New Jersey Plan's advocacy for equal state representation
significantly influenced the eventual structure of the U.S. Congress, particularly the composition of
the Senate. Although the plan was not adopted in its entirety, its principles helped shape the federal
structure that balances power between states and the national government.

Features and Characteristics

- Promotion of a Bicameral Legislature: While the plan itself proposed a unicameral legislature, its
ideas contributed to discussions about dividing legislative powers.

- Senate's Equal State Representation: The plan's influence is evident in the Senate, where each
state has two senators, regardless of population.

- House of Representatives Based on Population: The Virginia Plan's influence led to the House
representing the people directly, creating a bicameral system.

Pros of This Structure

- Protection of Smaller States: Equal representation in the Senate ensures small states are not
overshadowed.

- Representation Reflects Population in the House: Larger states have proportionate influence where
their populations are sizable.

- Checks and Balances: Bicameralism provides internal checks within the legislative branch,
preventing rash decisions.



Cons and Challenges

- Potential for Disparities: The disparity between the two chambers can create conflicts over
representation.

- Complexity: A bicameral system introduces additional layers of debate and compromise.

- Impact on Democratic Principles: Equal state representation in the Senate may seem
undemocratic, as it does not reflect population size.

Implications

The influence of the New Jersey Plan on the structure of Congress contributed to the creation of a
balanced federal system. Its emphasis on safequarding small states' interests led to the Senate's
design, which continues to serve as a protector of state sovereignty. Conversely, the House of
Representatives embodies the democratic principle of representation based on population. Together,
these features embody the core of American federalism, blending equality among states with
proportional representation of the people.

Additional Considerations and Broader Impact

While the two primary conclusions focus on representation and federal structure, the New Jersey
Plan also illuminates broader themes in American political development:

- Compromise as a Foundation: The plan exemplifies how compromise was essential to forging the
Constitution, balancing interests of different states.

- Federalism and State Sovereignty: Its emphasis on equal state influence underscores the
importance placed on preserving state identities within a federal system.

- Limitations of the Plan: The plan's failure to gain widespread support highlighted the need for more
comprehensive solutions, ultimately leading to the Connecticut Compromise.

Summary of Key Findings

- The New Jersey Plan's insistence on equal state representation underscores a commitment to
protecting small states and maintaining their influence in the federal government.

- Its principles directly influenced the structure of the U.S. Congress, notably the composition of the
Senate, which continues to reflect this commitment.

- The plan exemplifies the importance of compromise and balancing interests in American
constitutional development, laying the groundwork for a federal system that blends equality among
states with proportional representation of the populace.

Final Thoughts

In conclusion, two vital insights can be drawn about the New Jersey Plan: first, its dedication to



preserving state sovereignty through equal representation; and second, its profound influence on the
structural design of Congress and the American federal system. Although it was ultimately part of a
broader compromise rather than adopted outright, its principles remain embedded in the fabric of
the United States government. The plan's legacy highlights the ongoing tension between state and
individual rights—a central theme in American political life—and underscores the importance of
balancing diverse interests to sustain a functional and fair democracy.
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