Abstract

This thesis deals with legislative obstruction in the United States Senate. It presents the
filibuster as one of the key procedural tools in the hands of a legislative minority during
the consideration of legislative proposals, presidential nominations and international
treaties. At first it presents the main theoretical approaches to the topic and the historical
development of Senate procedures. A key theme of the work is the necessity to
distinguish between formal and informal provisions that determine how Senate business
is conducted, since the formal text of the Standing Rules of the Senate is rutinely
bypassed by alternative strategies. The last part of the thesis confronts the existing
theoretical approaches with the important procedural changes of the last several years

and assesses whether these models are still valid in light of the new Senate procedures.



