Subject: The American form of government. [VIDEO]

 

http://www.wimp.com/thegovernment
========================================================================

As I stated before, the video you sent is nice and does explain some points

of view about left and right, etc; but I believe the video very carefully distorts the truth,

as is often done; What about a democratic republic, this view is left out of your video?
This essay seeks to explore terms and the history of politics in this Country, were I used the

term Democratic republic above, what I really mean as defined by Wikipedia, might be

called A Liberal democracy is a representative democracy in which the ability of the elected representatives to exercise decision-making power is subject to the rule of law, and usually moderated by a constitution that emphasizes the protection of the rights and freedoms of individuals, and which places constraints on the leaders and on the extent to which the will of the majority can be exercised against the rights of minorities (see civil liberties). 

        As I have stated, since Citizens vs. United, it has never been more clear to me that

 

the U.S. is an Oligarchy ruled by the moneyed and corporations (Corporate Personhood)
 

and not a true democratic republic, which of course is an ideal, since it is formed by humans,

 with self interest always; otherwise the "Supreme Court" that is suppose to "protect" Constitution the would have decided that it is perfectly obvious that you can not have a democratic republic, if he who has the most money; has the most free speech; 

 

    that in a democratic republic, one person and one vote rules;

 

and not by a mob, but by an educated population that has a republic to balance the power
of the major, not overrule it; not a republic for the benefit of an Oligarchy that hides in the shadows.
=========================================================================
 
This essay seeks to explore terms and the history of politics in this Country, were I used the

term Democratic republic above, what I really mean as defined by Wikipedia, might be

called A Liberal democracy is a representative democracy in which the ability of the elected representatives to exercise decision-making power is subject to the rule of law, and usually moderated by a constitution that emphasizes the protection of the rights and freedoms of individuals, and which places constraints on the leaders and on the extent to which the will of the majority can be exercised against the rights of minorities (see civil liberties).  

    Just my opinion, I could be wrong.

 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Form_of_government
 

On the surface, identifying a form of government appears to be easy. Most would say that the United States is a democratic republic ....

 

The term democracy first appeared in ancient Greek political and philosophical thought. The philosopher Plato contrasted democracy, the system of "rule by the governed", with the alternative systems of monarchy (rule by one individual), oligarchy (rule by a small élite class) and timocracy (ruling class of property owners).[22]
 

...

 

Although not described as a democracy by the 

fathers" 
founding fathers
, the United States founders shared a determination to root the American experiment in the principle of natural freedom and equality. [37] 

 

...

 

The system gradually evolved, from Jeffersonian Democracy to Jacksonian Democracy 

 

...

 

20th century








Since World War II, democracy has gained widespread acceptance. This map displays the official self identification made by world governments with regard to democracy, as of March 2008. It shows the de jure status of democracy in the world.[citation needed]      Governments self identified as democratic[citation needed]      Governments not self identified as democratic: Vatican City, Saudi Arabia, Myanmar and Brunei.[citation needed]
20th century transitions to liberal democracy have come in successive "waves of democracy," variously resulting from wars, revolutions, decolonization, religious and economic circumstances. World War I and the dissolution of the 

empire" 
Ottoman
 and Austro-Hungarian empires resulted in the creation of new nation-states from Europe, most of them at least nominally democratic.

...

In the decades following World War II, most western democratic nations had 

economy" 
mixed economies
 and developed a welfare state,...
... 
A subsequent wave of democratization brought substantial gains toward true liberal democracy for many nations. Spain, Portugal (1974), ...

...

Economic malaise in the 1980s, along with resentment of communist oppression, contributed to the collapse of the Soviet Union, the associated end of the Cold War, and the democratization and liberalization of the former Eastern bloc countries. The most successful of the new democracies were those geographically and culturally closest to western Europe, and they are now members or candidate members of the 

Union" 
European Union
[citation needed] .

...
Forms

Main articles: Varieties of democracy and List of types of democracy
...

Representative

Representative democracy involves the selection of government officials by the people being represented. If the head of state is also democratically elected then it is called a democratic republic[citation needed]. The most common mechanisms involve election of the candidate with a majority or a plurality of the votes.

...

Parliamentary

Parliamentary democracy is a representative democracy where government is appointed by parliamentary representatives as opposed to a 'presidential rule' wherein the President is both head of state and the head of government and is elected by the voters. Under a parliamentary democracy, government is exercised by delegation to an executive ministry and subject to ongoing review, checks and balances by the legislative parliament elected by the people.[49]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-49" [50]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-50" [51]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-51" [52]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-52" [53]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-53" [54]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-54" [55]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-55" [56]
[edit] Liberal

A Liberal democracy is a representative democracy in which the ability of the elected representatives to exercise decision-making power is subject to the rule of law, and usually moderated by a constitution that emphasizes the protection of the rights and freedoms of individuals, and which places constraints on the leaders and on the extent to which the will of the majority can be exercised against the rights of minorities (see civil liberties).

[edit] Constitutional

See: Constitutional democracy
[edit] Direct



 democracy" 
Direct democracy
 is a political system where the citizens participate in the decision-making personally, contrary to relying on intermediaries or representatives. The supporters of direct democracy argue that democracy is more than merely a procedural issue. A direct democracy gives the voting population the power to:

1. Change constitutional laws, 

2. Put forth initiatives, referenda and suggestions for laws, 

3. Give binding orders to elective officials, such as revoking them before the end of their elected term, or initiating a lawsuit for breaking a campaign promise.

Of the three measures mentioned, most operate in developed democracies today. This is part of a gradual shift towards direct democracies. Examples of this include the extensive use of referenda in California with more than 20 million voters, and (i.e., voting).[57] in Switzerland, where five million voters decide on national referenda and initiatives two to four times a year; direct democratic instruments are also well established at the cantonal and communal level. Vermont towns have been known for their yearly town meetings, held every March to decide on local issues. No direct democracy is in existence outside the framework of a different overarching form of government. Most direct democracies to date have been weak forms, relatively small communities, usually city-states. The world is yet to see a large, fundamental, working example of direct democracy as of yet, with most examples being small and weak forms.

... Socialist

"Democracy cannot consist solely of elections that are nearly always fictitious and managed by rich landowners and professional politicians."

— Che Guevara, Marxist revolutionary[58]
Socialist thought has several different views on democracy. 

democracy" 
Social democracy
, democratic socialism, and the dictatorship of the proletariat (usually exercised through 

democracy" 
Soviet democracy
) are some examples. Many democratic socialists and social democrats believe in a form of participatory democracy and 

 democracy" 
workplace democracy
 combined with a representative democracy.

Within Marxist orthodoxy there is hostility to what is commonly called "liberal democracy", which they simply refer to as parliamentary democracy because of its often centralized nature. Because of their desire to eliminate the political elitism they see in capitalism, Marxists, Leninists and Trotskyists believe in 

democracy" 
direct democracy
 implemented though a system of communes (which are sometimes called 

(council)" 
soviets
). This system ultimately manifests itself as council democracy and begins with workplace democracy. (See Democracy in Marxism)

...

Consensus

Consensus democracy requires varying degrees of consensus rather than just a mere democratic majority. It typically attempts to protect minority rights from domination by majority rule.
...
Theory






Voting is an important part of the formal democratic process.

============================

[edit] Aristotle

============================

Aristotle contrasted rule by the many (democracy/polity), with rule by the few (oligarchy/aristocracy), and with rule by a single person (tyranny or today autocracy/monarchy). He also thought that there was a good and a bad variant of each system (he considered democracy to be the degenerate counterpart to polity).[70]

 HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy" \l "cite_note-70" [71
...

There are two main aspects of freedom: being ruled and ruling in turn, since everyone is equal according to number, not merit, and to be able to live as one pleases.

...

Now a fundamental principle of the democratic form of constitution is liberty—that is what is usually asserted, implying that only under this constitution do men participate in liberty, for they assert this as the aim of every democracy. But one factor of liberty is to govern and be governed in turn; for the popular principle of justice is to have equality according to number, not worth, and if this is the principle of justice prevailing, the multitude must of necessity be sovereign and the decision of the majority must be final and must constitute justice, for they say that each of the citizens ought to have an equal share; so that it results that in democracies the poor are more powerful than the rich, because there are more of them and whatever is decided by the majority is sovereign. This then is one mark of liberty which all democrats set down as a principle of the constitution. And one is for a man to live as he likes; for they say that this is the function of liberty, inasmuch as to live not as one likes is the life of a man that is a slave. This is the second principle of democracy, and from it has come the claim not to be governed, preferably not by anybody, or failing that, to govern and be governed in turns; and this is the way in which the second principle contributes to equalitarian liberty.[4]
...

Republic

Main article: Republicanism
In contemporary usage, the term democracy refers to a government chosen by the people, whether it is direct or representative.[75] The term republic has many different meanings, but today often refers to a representative democracy with an elected head of state, such as a president, serving for a limited term, in contrast to states with a hereditary monarch as a head of state, even if these states also are representative democracies with an elected or appointed 

government" 
head of government
 such as a 

Minister" 
prime minister
.[76]
About the video, the term democracy refers to specifically mean direct democracy below:

The Founding Fathers of the United States rarely praised and often criticized democracy, which in their time tended to specifically mean 

democracy" 
direct democracy
; James Madison argued, especially in 

No. 10" 
The Federalist No. 10
, that what distinguished a democracy from a republic was that the former became weaker as it got larger and suffered more violently from the effects of faction, whereas a republic could get stronger as it got larger and combats faction by its very structure.

What was critical to American values, John Adams insisted,[77] was that the government be "bound by fixed laws, which the people have a voice in making, and a right to defend." As Benjamin Franklin was exiting after writing the U.S. constitution, a woman asked him "Well, Doctor, what have we got--a republic or a monarchy?". He replied "A republic--if you can keep it."[78]
...
Criticism of democracy

Main article: Criticism of democracy
Economists since 

Friedman" 
Milton Friedman
 have strongly criticized the efficiency of democracy. They base this on their premise of the irrational voter. Their argument is that voters are highly uninformed about many political issues, especially relating to economics, and have a strong bias about the few issues on which they are fairly knowledgeable.

[edit] Mob rule

Plato's The Republic presents a critical view of democracy through the narration of Socrates: "Democracy, which is a charming form of government, full of variety and disorder, and dispensing a sort of equality to equals and unequaled alike."[82] In his work, Plato lists 5 forms of government from best to worst. Assuming that the Republic was intended to be a serious critique of the political thought in Athens, Plato argues that only Kallipolis, an aristocracy led by the unwilling philosopher-kings (the wisest men) is a just form of government.

[edit] Moral decay

Traditional Asian cultures, in particular that of Confucian and Islamic thought, believe that democracy results in the people's distrust and disrespect of governments or religious sanctity. The distrust and disrespect pervades to all parts of society whenever and wherever there is seniority and juniority, for example between a parent and a child, a teacher and a student.[citation needed]
[edit] Political instability

More recently, democracy is criticized for not offering enough political stability. As governments are frequently elected on and off there tends to be frequent changes in the policies of democratic countries both domestically and internationally. Even if a political party maintains power, vociferous, headline grabbing protests and harsh criticism from the mass media are often enough to force sudden, unexpected political change. Frequent policy changes with regard to business and immigration are likely to deter investment and so hinder economic growth. For this reason, many people have put forward the idea that democracy is undesirable for a developing country in which economic growth and the reduction of poverty are top priority.[83]
[edit] Short-termism
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Democracy is also criticized for frequent elections due to the instability of coalition governments. Coalitions are frequently formed after the elections in many countries (for example India) and the basis of alliance is predominantly to enable a viable majority, not an ideological concurrence.

This opportunist alliance not only has the handicap of having to cater to too many ideologically opposing factions, but it is usually short lived since any perceived or actual imbalance in the treatment of coalition partners, or changes to leadership in the coalition partners themselves, can very easily result in the coalition partner withdrawing its support from the government.

[edit] Slow governmental response

Democratic institutions work on consensus to decide an issue, which usually takes longer than a unilateral decision.
[edit] Vote buying

This is a simple form of appealing to the short term interests of the voters. This tactic has been known to be heavily used in north and north-east region of Thailand.[citation needed] The same tactic is widespread in the southern part of Italy, where also the local mafias take active part into the process.[citation needed]
Another form is commonly called pork barrel where local areas or political sectors are given special benefits but whose costs are spread among all taxpayers.

[edit] Volatility/unsustainability
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The new establishment of democratic institutions in countries where the associated practices have as yet been uncommon or deemed culturally unacceptable, can result in institutions, that are not sustainable in the long term. One circumstance supporting this outcome may be when it is part of the common perception among the populace that the institutions were established as a direct result of foreign pressure. 

[edit] Popular rule as a facade
The 20th Century Italian thinkers Pareto and Mosca (independently) argued that democracy was illusory, and served only to mask the reality of elite rule. Indeed, they argued that elite oligarchy is the unbendable law of human nature, due largely to the apathy and division of the masses (as opposed to the drive, initiative and unity of the elites), and that democratic institutions would do no more than shift the exercise of power from oppression to manipulation.[85]
...

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democracy
...

 

=========================================================================

Federalism is a political concept in which a group of members are bound together by covenant (Latin: foedus, covenant) with a governing representative head. The term federalism is also used to describe a system of the government in which sovereignty is constitutionally divided between a central governing authority and constituent political units (like states or provinces). Federalism is a system in which the power to govern is shared between national and provincial (state) governments, creating what is often called a federation. Proponents are often called federalists.

Federalism is the type of politics wherein a group of members create a sovereign constitution with central governing authority and political units.

In Europe, "federalist" is sometimes used to describe those who favor a common federal government, with distributed power at regional, national and supranational levels. Most European Federalists want this development to continue within the 

Union" 
European Union
. European federalism originated in post-war Europe; one of the more important initiatives was Winston Churchill's speech in Zurich in 1946.[1]
In Canada, federalism implies opposition to sovereigntist movements (usually 

separatism" 
those
 of Quebec). The same is historically true in the United States. Advocates of a weaker 

government" 
federal government
 and stronger state governments are those that generally favor confederation, often related to early "anti-federalists" and later the Confederacy.

... 

United States

Main article: Federalism in the United States






The United States is divided into a number of separate states, each with varying amounts of government and power.

Federalism in the United States is the evolving relationship between state governments and the federal government of the United States. American government has evolved from a system of dual federalism to one of associative federalism. In "Federalist No. 46," James Madison asserted that the states and national government "are in fact but different agents and trustees of the people, constituted with different powers." Alexander Hamilton, writing in "Federalist No. 28," suggested that both levels of government would exercise authority to the citizens' benefit: "If their [the peoples'] rights are invaded by either, they can make use of the other as the instrument of redress." (http://www.learner.org/courses/democracyinamerica/dia_3/dia_3_topic.html)

Because the states were preexisting political entities, the U.S. Constitution did not need to define or explain federalism in any one section. However, it contains numerous mentions of the rights and responsibilities of state governments and state officials’ vis-à-vis the federal government. The federal government has certain express powers (also called 

powers" 
enumerated powers
) which are powers spelled out in the Constitution, including the right to levy taxes, declare war, and regulate interstate and foreign commerce. In addition, the Necessary and Proper Clause gives the federal government the implied power to pass any law "necessary and proper" for the execution of its express powers. Powers that the Constitution does not delegate to the federal government or forbid to the states—the 

powers" 
reserved powers
—are reserved to the people or the states.[6] The power delegated to the federal government was significantly expanded by amendments to the Constitution following the 

Civil War" 
Civil War
, and by some later amendments—as well as the overall claim of the Civil War, that the states were legally subject to the final dictates of the federal government.

The Federalist party of the United States was dissolved in 1824. They were heavily opposed by the Democratic-Republicans, which included powerful figures such as Thomas Jefferson. The Democratic-Republicans mainly believed that:

a) The Legislative had too much power (mainly because of the Necessary and Proper Clause) and that they were unchecked.

b) The Executive branch had too much power, and that there was no check on him. A dictator would arise.

c) A bill of rights should be coupled with the constitution to prevent a dictator (then believed to eventually be the president) from exploiting citizens. The federalists, on the other hand, argued that it was impossible to list all the rights, and those that were not listed could be easily overlooked because they were not in the official bill of rights. Rather, rights in specific cases were to be decided by the judicial system of courts.

After the Civil War, the federal government increased greatly in size and influence, in terms of its influence on everyday life and its size relative to the state governments. There are several reasons for this, including the need to regulate businesses and industries that span state borders, attempts to secure civil rights, and the provision of social services.

Many people believe that the federal government has grown beyond the bounds permitted by the express powers. From 1938 until 1995, the U.S. Supreme Court did not invalidate any federal statute as exceeding Congress' power under the Commerce Clause for over fifty years until 

 States v. Lopez" 
United States v. Lopez
 overturned the power of the Federal government under the Commerce Clause (see also, challenging the Gun-Free School Zones Act). However, most actions by the federal government can find some legal support among the express powers, such as the 

Clause" 
Commerce Clause
. The Commerce Clause is used by Congress to justify certain federal laws, but its applicability has been narrowed by the Supreme Court in recent years. For example, the Supreme Court rejected the Gun-Free School Zones Act in the aforementioned Lopez decision, and they also rejected the civil remedy portion of the Violence Against Women Act of 1994 in the United States v. Morrison decision. Recently, the Commerce Clause was interpreted to include marijuana laws in the 

 Raich" 
Gonzales v. Raich
 decision.... 
Also, see:

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federalism  

 

=======================================================================

The Campaign to Legalize Democracy

Join the Movement to Abolish Corporate Personhood
We are calling to amend the U.S. Constitution to abolish the legal doctrine of "Corporate Personhood," which we define simply as the illegitimate notion that a corporation can claim political and civil rights to overturn democratically enacted laws

Learn more at MoveToAmend.org
 

=======================================================================

 

in theory the Socialist state:

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socialist_state
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