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likely to conflict with the lower chamber as a result of its differing political composition 
(incongruent), the upper chamber is not expected to play a significant role in the policymak-
ing process because its constitutional powers are weak (asymmetric).

Why Bicameralism?
As Tsebelis and Money (1997, 17) explain, the origins of bicameralism can be traced back to 
ancient Greece. Rather than a “simple government” in which the interests of only one social 
class—the one (monarchy), the few (aristocracy), or the many (people)—would be repre-
sented, many Greek philosophers, such as Aristotle and Plato, preferred a “mixed govern-
ment” that would represent all social classes. In practice, mixed governments in ancient 
Greece saw the aristocracy and the people represented in separate adviser-legislative coun-
cils. One of the purported benefits of a mixed government was that it would maintain a bal-
ance of power in which no single social class could gain control of the state for itself. By the 
eighteenth century, most people had come to see the Greek notion of mixed government as 
entailing a bicameral legislature in which the aristocracy would deliberate in one chamber 
and the common people in another. A class-based bicameral legislature, along with a 
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Source: Based on information in Lijphart (1999, 212).




