Executive Branch
●

This branch is primarily
responsible for enforcing the
laws passed by the
legislature. The head of this
branch is the head of
government, which is either
the president or PM. This is
done though the civil service
implementing laws within
the realm of transportation,
healthcare, the military, etc.

Judicial Branch

Legislative Branch
●

The legislative branch
passes laws that are
later implemented and
interpreted by the
executive branch and
judicial branch,
respectively.
Representatives vote on
bills that are then either
put into law or tossed
away due to a lack of
support.

●

This branch handles the
interpretation of laws
passed by legislative
bodies. The highest court
within the U.S., for
example, can determine
the constitutionality of a
law and strike it down if it
does not fall in line with
constitutional precedent.

●

Ensuring that each branch of
government can hold each other to
account is necessary to prevent one
from gaining too much power. Within
the U.S., the executive branch can veto
laws passed by Congress. However,
Congress can override these vetoes.
The Senate, which is the upper
chamber of the legislature, also checks
presidential power by being
responsible for reviewing and passing
his cabinet picks. The Supreme Court,
on the other hand, can deem laws and
executive orders unconstitutional from
the legislature and executive branch.

●

The executive branch is headed by an elected President. This president then creates a
cabinet which controls departments that implement laws passed by Congress.
Congress, however, is bicameral with an upper chamber and lower chamber. The
upper chamber, the Senate, is composed of 100 members that are elected for six year
terms. They can propose legislation and form committees to control/investigate
government agencies. The lower chamber, the House of Representatives, is composed
of 435 members that are elected every two years. They can also propose legislation
and control smaller legislative committees. The Supreme Court is the highest court of
the judicial branch with the responsibility of interpreting law. Justices are appointed
for life terms by the President and conﬁrmed by the Senate.

●

1)

2)

The U.K. government is essentially divided into two distinct components; one being
the legislature and the other being the courts. The Supreme Court is fairly weak and
unable to deem laws unconstitutional. It only decides disputes between U.K. law and
EU law. The legislature is composed of two houses:
The House of Commons: This house is the lower house and by far the most important
one. It is composed of 650 MPs (Members of Parliament) and are primarily responsible
for passing laws that are then implemented by the PM and his cabinet.
The House of Lords: This house is composed of both appointed members and
hereditary peers, totalling 773 members. Hereditary peers hold those positions in
virtue of them being passed down to them. Appointed peers are placed there by the
monarch on advice by the prime minister. Appointed peers members selected for their
public service and career achievements in a variety of ﬁelds. Bishops from the Church
of England also get seats within this chamber.

●

The Chinese government functions as a
top-down system of governance. Chinese
Communist Party members, which are the
only ones allowed to serve, are chosen from
the Chinese population and get appointed
to higher positions over time. The Politburo
functions as the legislative body and
proposes amendments of which the
President can either accept or deny. The
President is also the head of the army and
communist party in conjunction with the
state itself.

●

All political power is rooted in the
central/national government. Local
autonomy may be given to smaller
constituencies or localities, but it is
there in virtue of the national
government giving it to them. For
example, the people of Scotland are
delegated powers by Parliament in
Westminster and can have these
powers revoked at any time.
Examples of unitary states include
the U.K., China, and Iran.

●

By the constitution or traditions
of the state, different powers are
delegated between the national
government and smaller, local
state governments. These
powers cannot be revoked and
are rooted in the idea of
increased interspeciﬁc
autonomy. Think of the
delegation of powers between
Washington and the states
outlined in the Constitution!

●

While political states may adhere to
certain tenets of each regime type,
there are still unique aspects within
each government. For example, while
Russia is classiﬁed as a federal
system, certain regions within Russia
have more autonomy than others.
Communities in Siberia will tend to
have more ﬂexibility when deciding
local policy about ﬁshing, for
example. China, on the other hand,
has centralized more power into
Beijing recently, especially with
respect to the decaying autonomy of
Tibet and Xinjiang.

●

The government controls most
aspects of the state within the realm
of the media, economy, and political
engagement. People have little to no
say in the transition of power and are
barred from challenging the rule of
the majority in power. Speaking out
against the ruling party may prove is
prohibited and dissidents are
punished. Examples include China,
Iran, and Belarus.

●

The government liberalizes the
economy and the media while also
allowing for civic organization on
the local level. Private ownership is
more permissible and citizens have
a greater say in how their
government operates and how it’s
replaced. Speaking out against the
party in power is encouraged within
a usually robust civil society.
Examples include the U.K., U.S., and
France.

●

As governments attempt to become more responsive to their citizenry, certain actions must be
taken to formulate a system that manifests certain democratic principles within different
sectors of life. Among these principles, notice the allusions to ‘political competition’.

1)

Free and Fair Elections: For any political competition to be effective and viable, the
government should not engage in election tampering and the suppression of political liberties.
Allowing watchdog groups to oversee polling stations and analyze government electoral policy
would help make elections more ‘free and fair’. Open elections also allow for minority groups to
voice their opinions and become integrated in society.

2)

Multi-party Environment: Political opposition is key to challenging majority rule and it forces
different social cleavages within the state to compromise on political issues ranging from
healthcare to education. An excellent example of the role of parties in shaping policy would be
the coalition between the Lib Dems and the Conservatives in 2010.

3)

MOST IMPORTANT Open Civil Society: To vent anger and constructive frustration at
government failings, people need to have the ability organize into groups to lobby
congresspeople to enact change. Some examples of groups within civil society include a church
group, political parties, your family, and your local sports team.

4)
Rule of Law: The laws and of the state must apply equally and impartially. The laws enshrined in
any legislation or Constitution must be respected and applied to people in all circles of government. In
China, President Xi’s asking of the Politburo to eliminate his term limits and its subsequent allowance is
an example of when the rule of law is not respected.
5) Independent Media: Dissent and frustrations with respect to actions being taken by a government
should by aired on independent media across the state. By doing this, opposition voices can be
broadcasted to millions of people and political debate can be fully represented. While governments in
Mexico and the U.K. may own national media companies, they still allow for dissenting opinion to reach
the television screens across their respective countries.
6) Independent Judiciary: By removing judges and court oﬃcials from the politics in the state, legal
texts can be applied equally across society. In states where this doesn’t occur, such as China and
Russia, judges are used to target opposition ﬁgures with trumped-up charges of corruption and fraud.

●

Another factor of democratization is increased
transparency, which is the ability of the public to
obtain public access to government legislation
and its implementation. Within the United
Kingdom, weekly PMQs (Prime Minister’s
Questions) give U.K. constituents the ability to
have their MPs question actions being taken by
the government and its plans for the future. These
sessions allow for MPs to confront government
ministers and question their efﬁcacy in areas like
the NHS, the Exchequer, and transportation.

●

Since World War II, democracy has
seen an upward trend in adoption
and expansion across the Americas,
Europe, and Asia. However, recent
decades have suggested that this
trend may be starting to decline
around the world. From Russia’s
interference in the United States
2016 election to the rise of populism
in Europe, authoritarianism is
attempting to take back ground it
lost in the twentieth century.
Freedom House, which is a
US-based NGO, publishes a yearly
report on democratic progression
and regression in states around the
world.

https://freedomhouse.org/explore-the-map?ty
pe=fiw&year=2020&mapview=trend

1)

What can democracies around the world do to ﬁght back against an
encroaching authoritarian sentiment?

2)

Is there such a thing as ‘too much’ democracy?

3)

Can political conﬂict be too strenuous or is all political competition
permissible? Should countries like the United States become more
majoritarian?

4)

What is the appeal of authoritarianism?

5)

How important is the integration of minorities into government structures?

6)

Should the executive branch and legislative branch be intertwined?

●

Throughout U.S. history, money has
seemingly ingrained itself within the
political environment. From Nixon’s
1972 election bid to Obama’s 2008 run,
money has slipped through the cracks
of whatever legislation Congress has
passed or whatever cases have been
decided by the Supreme Court.
Recently, it seems that money has
actually overturned decades of reforms
and fundamentally transformed
campaign ﬁnance laws.

●

1)

2)

Over the past 80 years, there have been several landmark Supreme Court decisions
and laws passed by Congress with respect to limiting/rolling back campaign ﬁnance
reforms:
Hatch Act (1939): Started by the calls of increasingly progressive leaders like Teddy
Roosevelt, Congress began passing laws barring major corporations and government
workers from campaigning for government leaders. The Hatch Act speciﬁcally barred
government employees of the executive branch from political campaigning.
Federal Elections Campaign Act (1971): Following the Watergate scandal and the
uncovering of unknown illegal campaign contributions to the Nixon campaign, this
law was passed to limit the amount of money that individuals and companies could
donate to a candidate. Politicians were also required to report these contribution to
the newly created Federal Election Commission (FEC).

1)

2)

McCain-Feingold Act (2002): As a response to excessive electioneering communications
being done by labor unions and corporations, Senator John McCain and Senator Russ
Feingold pushed through a law that regulated this form of political advertising. Think of
these as those advertisements you hear on TV or the radio with the message “I am
(so-so), and I approve this message”. For the next six years, companies and organized
labor unions were successfully barred from airing political advertisements.
Citizens United v. Federal Election Committee (2010): Citizens United, a non-proﬁt
organization, was planning to run a political ﬁlm during the democratic primary season
in 2008. As you may well now, this primary was largely between Senator Hillary Clinton
and Senator Barack Obama. This organization was attempting to run this ﬁlm in an
effort to criticize Senator Clinton. Due to the fact that the organization understood that
their ﬁlm violated the McCain-Feingold Act, they legally challenged the law, claiming it
violated their First Amendment right to free speech. This case was brought to the
Supreme Court in 2010 and the court ruled 5-4 in favor of Citizens United. The court
declared the McCain-Feingold Act unconstitutional on the grounds that it violated free
speech.

●

1)
2)
3)

Within the United Kingdom, the restrictions within the realm of campaign
ﬁnance are more focused on spending and not the intake of funds by individual
campaigns or parties. These restrictions came about during the passage of the
Representation of the People Act 1983 (RPA) and the Political Parties Elections
and Referendums Act 2000 (PPERA). As a result, the laws around campaign
spending are detailed, with over a hundred years of legislation cascading into the
creation of a fairly strict campaigning environment. This is especially true
considering that the campaign season can only last a maximum of six to seven
weeks.
Expenditure Limits for Parties: £30,000 ($42,000) per contested constituency
Expenditure Limits for Individual Candidates: £7,150 ($10,000)
Expenditure Limits for promoting candidates: £500 ($700)

●

1)
2)
3)

Within the United States, people within their respective state are responsible for
electing their state’s legislative leaders and governors. Each state varies in the
frequency of local elections for both their state legislatures, state senates, and
governorships. The roles of the state legislatures and senates mirror that of the
national government. Both houses can pass laws, impeach public ofﬁcials, and
approve their state’s budget. Governors act as the head executives of their state in
the same way the President is the head executive of the country. They implement
laws passed by their legislatures while also overseeing their own branch. Let’s take a
look at California’s governor and legislature as an example:
Senate Composition: 40 members (4 years with term limit of 12 years )
State Assembly Composition: 80 members (2 years with term limit of 12 years)
Governorship: Gavin Newsom (4 years with term limit of 2 terms)

●

●

With respect to the election of members to the House of Representatives, each
member is voted in accordance to winning a plurality of the vote within their
respective district. They are then sent to Washington, D.C., to serve for two years
with the option of running for re-election. NOTICE NO TERM LIMITS
Senators, on the other hand, are state-wide elections that result in one
candidate winning a plurality of the vote and serving a six-year term with the
option of running for re-election. NOTICE NO TERM LIMITS

●

Electing the President, on the other hand, is a little more complicated. Every four years, a
nation-wide election is held to elect the President of the United States. This election is done
through the Electoral College, which is composed of a body of electors chosen by their
respective states to represent the votes of their state’s populations. The amount of electors
afforded to each state is determined by adding the state’s number of representatives with
their senators. Following each state’s election, electors are then called upon to cast their
decisions in accordance with their state’s choice (didn’t have to until recently). The candidate
during the election to receive 270 electoral votes of the available 538 (435 Reps. + 100
Senators + 3 EC votes for D.C.) wins the Presidency. The same system is set-up for the Vice
Presidency. Historically, this system for electing the President has been in place for over two
hundred years. This system can be traced back to the Constitution. According to Article I,
Section II of the United States Constitution, the Electoral College is the only way in which a
president is to be elected to ofﬁce.

●

Every ﬁve years, the United Kingdom holds national elections for all of its
650 constituencies. All of these elections are ﬁrst-past-the-post, meaning
that a simple plurality is needed to win the seat within each constituency.
Following the election of MPs to the House of Commons, the next step is
forming the government in control and the opposition. For a government
to be formed, a party must win 50%+1 of the seats in the House of
Commons. If no party is able to, then they must form a coalition with
another party. Following the establishment of the government, the prime
minister is then selected as the head of government for the U.K. by the
monarch in power. The PM is almost always the party leader of the party
with a majority and is not voted upon directly in elections, which is
contrary to U.S. elections.

●

Within Chinese politics, party loyalty and
academic scholarship are king. To be even
remotely considered for the Presidency,
you need to rise through the ranks of the
CCP until reaching the Politburo. After
doing reaching the Politburo Standing
Committee, you are then selected from
among top ofﬁcials in the party to become
the President of the Chinese state.
Leadership also tends to favor Chinese
men of the Han ethnicity, just in case you
were wondering.

●

Every ten years, a census is taken within the
United States to indicate to government
ofﬁcials who is living within the country
and where they are living. As a result,
congressional districts must then be
redrawn to accommodate growing
populations and shifting demographics.
These districts are then responsible for
electing their own state representatives,
senators, and members to the Capitol in
Washington. Where this gets controversial
is how these lines are drawn and what
information is used when drawing them.
Miller v. Johnson (1995) outlawed racial
gerrymandering.

●

In any electoral system, the interest groups that operate within it tend to hold
signiﬁcant weight with respect to a congressperson’s legislative proposals and
beliefs. Interest groups, which are organizations that attempt to persuade
government ofﬁcials to back certain policy proposals, play a signiﬁcant role in
politics both due to their organization and their ability to use money in the
political system to inﬂuence policy-making. In relation to the topic of ‘money
being free speech’ under the Supreme Court, interest groups have been
allowed to grow within the U.S. with little legal opposition. Groups like
Common Cause, a campaign watchdog group, and the National Riﬂe
Association (NRA), are examples of interest groups within American politics.

1)

How can the government be more effective at correcting gerrymandering in
the future and preventing it from continuing into the future.

2)

Are having interest groups in politics a good idea? If so, should the government
regulate their sway in the political sphere?

3)

How can other states break the corporate structure of chinese civil society?
Should we strive to do so now, or will it gradually decay as time goes on?

4)

After learning about campaign ﬁnance earlier in the presentation, have your
views on the subject changed or have the stayed roughly the same?

●

Political Ideology is the a set of values or closely-held ideals that guide a person
towards recognizing certain objectives about how society should function in its
entirety. Ideology has implications when it comes to social policy, economic
policy, and political motivations. Within the general realm of politics, ideology can
be deﬁned across a spectrum of differing attitudes towards military
interventionism, government authority, and economic neoliberalism.

●

Political socialization is the process by which an individual acquires certain
ideological beliefs about family, the economy, and the social landscape. The main
actors involved in political socialization are your family, religion, social/ethnic
afﬁliations, and your economic standing.

●

The left half of the ideological
spectrum places a larger emphasis
on societal equality and economic
regulation. To accomplish its goals,
people left of the spectrum prefer
government involvement in
preserving societal stability and
safety for all of its citizens to a larger
extent than the political right. John
Maynard Keynes is a large inﬂuence
on liberal economic thinking.

●

The ideological right is
characterized by placing a larger
emphasis on individual freedom
rather than societal equality.
Socially, people on the right tend to
hold more traditional views on
abortion, marriage, and familial
unity. Economically, the right favors
a ‘laissez-faire’ approach when it
comes to economic matters.
Regulations are generally seen as
an economic hindrance.

●

●

Within the United States, parties haven’t historically corresponded with any political
ideology. It has only been within the last forty years that parties have begun to align
more with one side of the ideological spectrum. For example, Republicans and
Democrats in the 1960s were very mixed on policy proposals when it came to race
relations and government interventionism in the economy. In fact, the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 was approved by more Congressional Republicans than Democrats, indicating
how different the parties were when compared to today.
Within the United Kingdom, parties have historically been more aligned with
traditional ideological beliefs. The Conservatives, which were known as, and continue to
be largely known as, the Tories, have historically been aligned with land owners and
business leaders in England. The Labour Party, which came from the remnants of the
Whig Party, were much more supportive of the British Crown and its propagation as a
political power. However, Labour now tends to focus more on labor unions, the NHS,
and employment protections.

●

Within our own ideologies, morality
plays a fundamental role in determining
what we believe and our justiﬁcations
for believing it. Across cultures, morality
within the realm of politics can be
traced back to ﬁve main categories of
behavior: harm, fairness, ingroup loyalty,
purity, and authority. Knowing how
much somebody values these factors, it
becomes easier to determine an
individual’s political leanings as a result.

●

●

●

Within society, polarization occurs when certain issues and political
discussions become increasingly based on extreme ideological positions. An
example of an issue that has been polarized in society would be the issue of
gun restrictions. However, an important component of polarization isn’t the
removal of rationality from a discussion itself, but it's more about the
layering of certain beliefs/experiences upon others.
This phenomena of layering, which is often referred to as the reinforcing of
societal cleavages, is much more deleterious to the society at large. Political
conﬂicts are more likely to become dangerous when people constantly layer
multiple identities/values in stark contrast to the opposition.
Normally, these divisions among issues surrounding race and morality
wouldn’t be signiﬁcant because they could be cross-cutting, intersecting
different segments of the larger population.

1)

If you are comfortable sharing, what are your views on the role of government in society?
Do you believe that the government should be able to regulate companies or do you lean
towards a more laissez-faire approach to the economy?

2)

How can we, as a society, reverse current societal polarization?

3)

Should parties be less ideologically aligned? Does this ideological alignment make it
easier for voters and political participants to distinguish the two parties from one another?

4)

On social issues, do you believe that the government has a signiﬁcant role in preserving
social equality? Should the government stay out of social affairs altogether?

