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I believe that governments will always prefer the waterfall method while making legislatures. This is because the waterfall method is more controlled, and the progress at each level is monitored stringently before any law is passed. The law making process in Canada is quite long, and each step is monitored to ensure that the passed laws are suitable for the people. This monitoring is essential, and thus the waterfall method is the better option. The waterfall model also asks users to make a comprehensive requirement of whatever they will need at the beginning to avoid the high cost of changing later.( Van Casteren 2017) Creating legislation is very tedious, and it requires governments to try and pull funds to see the legislation come to life. The governments prefer the waterfall method because they get to know the bill's contents and see if the bill is worth it or not. The prolonged nature of making legislation makes the government prefer the waterfall method as the bill specifies everything that the bill will offer, and thus they will choose whether it will move to the next step. The waterfall model is of a sequence. That means that an action has to be completed to move to the next step. Most countries have a process of making laws. For example, in Canada, the bill is introduced in the House of Commons or the senate. There are specific outlined procedures that need to be followed for it to be law. These procedures are essential, and the waterfall method provides a sequence to be followed, and bills follow a specific sequence before they become law.
The agile position would not be possible in government legislatures because the model has poor planning on the cost. For a bill to be passed to the law, there is so much time, money that will be used, and the agile model doesn't provide estimation. The government cannot delve into a project blindly as they need a budget, and they are accountable for the taxpayers' money. The agile position has little knowledge of the outcome. The purpose of a bill is to become legislation. The agile position doesn't give the proposal of what the result will be, and thus the government cannot gamble its resources on legislation that they are not aware of the outcome. The agile methods lack the concept of check and balance.( Thesing et al 2021) Most governments uphold the idea of checking and balancing to ensure that no arm of the government is acting ultra vires. The agile method doesn't provide this concept, and it proposes that the law be passed without presidential assent. Most governments cannot agree to this as the arms of government were created to ensure that the powers are divided so that one arm doesn't act of its own volition. Thus the agile method can be quite challenging for governments as they would end up spending more than they hoped for, or there be a lack of balance in the arms of government.
In conclusion, I believe that the waterfall method is better than the agile method in passing legislation. The model might be tedious, but it provides for accountability of the taxpayers' money. It also allows the arms of government to have a balance of power. This is because every step is scrutinized, and if it fails to meet the law's requirement, the other arms can stop the bill, and it cannot move to the next step. The agile model would best work if the laws were to be made instantly with no checks and balances from the other arms of government.
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