Comprehensive Analysis on the Principles and Concepts of Political Science

The  study on the principles and concepts of political discusses the historical development as to its origin from the time of the famous political scientists  ancient time  like Plato and Aristotle who were able to study political process and constitution of the Greek city-state. The discussion of political science does not only include the activity of the state and government but also provides an analysis of the laws, institutions and its relationship to power and authority.

From the understandings of these basic concepts of government, state, laws and institutions those who would study political science must know its importance and function, relationship with other discipline and broader understanding to its specific roles of individual in a civilized society. The students and professionals should not only know the political theories but also deeper insights as to its application in their own field of expertise.

Thus the study of political science will also include the empirical investigation of political facts through social research and the application of critical thinking. The key words in the comprehensive analysis on the principles of political science are state, government, law, institution, power relationships, legal process, constitutions and politics. These are the important dimensions to study political science that need to be constantly in touch to mold the citizens in achieving quality of life to our society.
The study of political  science can be traced back from 1792 to 1750 BC through the ancient legal and administrative code of Hammurabi. This was known the Hammurabi code that described the laws as enabling “ stable government and good rule which justified the existence of political and legal practices in the ancient time. However, the  primary  development of political science originated from the time of Plato ( 427-347 BC) a Greek Philosopher who systematically analyzed the political system of the ancient state of Greece that resulted to a political philosophy that transcended from “ Divine Right of the King”.
The work of Plato on “The Republic” ( 370BC), is considered to be first political scientist. The Republic is the Western World’s first systematic analysis of the political process and the reason for the state. ( Sabine,1973) Plato provided an intellectual an intellectual rationale for the divine right of kings” even before Christianity sanctioned that notion. To Plato, only an elite of philosopher kings or “guardians” had the political wisdom necessary to govern; a wisdom that could be transmitted to others by selective breeding. Thus a just society would be one where each one knew his place-with the guardians on top. Plato regarded as the parent of political philosophy and Aristotle the father of political science . (Sabine,1973) It must be noted that the word “political “ is derived from the Greek “polis”, meaning a city, or what today would be the equivalent of soverign state; the word “ science” comes from the latin scire, “ to know” ( De Leon, 1994)


The contribution of Plato in his “ Republic” came another Greek philosopher in the name of Aristotle ( 384-322). For several years, Aristotle, who was a student of Plato made an astonishing work in the field of logic, science and politics. He was the first political scientist in the 4th century BC.He was able to compare the constitutions of Greek city-states. Likewise, he made a generalization about the political consequences of the different constitutional systems.
Aristotle ( 384-322 BC) is the Greek philosopher who originated much of the study of logic, science, and politics. For several years, Aristotle, who was a student of Plato, served as the tutor of the boy who would become Alexander the Great. In 323 BC, after Alexander the Great had died, Aristotle’s association with the Macedonians caused to indict him for ‘impiety”. Remembering what had happened to Socrates many years earlier. Aristotle, who had no stomach for hemlock, fled from Athens, maintaining that h would not give the city a second chance to sin against philosophy.


In Politics, Aristotle presented the first comprehensive analysis of the nature of the state of polity, and of political community. The state was even more important than the family because, while a family exists for comfort, the state can be a vehicle for glory and the good life. Aristotle was the ancient world’s foremost authority on a constitution, for which he had a dual definition: first, a constitution was formally established and written rules of governance; second, a constitution also consisted of the informal processes of politics- the political culture of the community. ( Dannug,2003)

Jean Bodin ( 1530-1596), a French philosopher, coined the term “ political science.” But Bodin’s characteristics of the state centered only on the organization of institution related to law. Montesquieu ( 16-89-1755), formally defined political science when he assumed that liberty was best assured by the distribution of the different functions among separate political institutions, and that these functions of government could be categorized a legislation, execution, interpretation and adjudication of law. ( Sabine,1973)

Concept of Political Science 

Political Science, in the strictest sense, is the study of state, its institution, laws, and processes. It is also the study of power structures, power patterns, power distribution and power relationships between individuals and groups. Political science derived from Greek works: “polis” for city-state, and “scire” which means, “ to know”. (Shafritz, 1998)

· Political Science is the systematic study of politics, power relationships and government. Political Science is in one sense an ancient discipline: Aristotle called it the “queen of the sciences.”

· Political science is the study of government, including the empirical study of political regimes; theoretical approaches that attempt to explain political action in its various forms, both within nations and among them; and the study of philosophic texts that address the questions of the nature of justice, the best way of life, and the best political order.

· Political Science, the systematic study of and reflection upon politics. Politics usually describes the processes by which people and institutions exercise and resist power. Political processes are used to formulate policies, influence individuals and institutions, and organize societies. ( Dry Zek ,2001)

Many political scientists study how governments use politics. But political scientists also study politics in other contexts, such as how politics affects the economy, how ordinary people think and act in relation to politics, and how politics influences organizations outside of government. The emphasis upon government and power distinguishes political science from other social sciences, although political scientists share an interest with economists in studying relations between the government and economy, and with sociologists in considering relations between social structures in general and political structures in particular. Political scientists attempt to explain and understand recurrent patterns in politics rather than specific political events. ( Dryzek,2001)

Concept of Law


The concept of law complements the existence of political science. There are no civilized conducts of state or government without legitimate guidelines to follow the rule of conduct. The implementation of law requires to have stable political system. Law is a rule of conduct, just, obligatory, laid by legitimate power for common observance and benefit. It is a sciences of moral laws founded on the rational nature of man which regulates free activity for the realization of his individual and social ends under the aspect of mutual demandable independence. The concept of law complements with the existence.

The common classifications of law are : (1) Criminal law- It defines crimes, treats of their nature, provides for their punishment; (2) 2.International law- It regulates the intercourse of nations; (3) Political law -  It treats of the science of organization and administration of government., the two areas of political law are (a) Constitutional Law- It treats of constitution, their establishment, construction , and construction, and interpretation, and of the validity of legal enactments as tested by the criterion of conformity to the fundamental law and (b) Administrative Law – It fixes the organization and determines the competence of the authorities which execute the law, and indicate to the individual the remedies for the violations of his rights.


The fourth classification of law is Private Law – It indicates a statute which relates to private matters that do not concern the public at large.There are two areas in this law (a) Civil Law –It determines or regulates assistance, authority and obedience between members of a family, and those that exist between members of a society for the protection of private interest.(b) Commercial Law- It relates to the rights of property and the relations of persons engaged in commerce. Lastly ,the fifth classification is Remedial Law -  It deals with the rules concerning pleadings, practice and procedure in all courts of the Philippines. 

The Importance and Function of Political Science

Political science is important because politics is important. All peoples’ lives are affected in many ways by what governments do or choose not to do, and by the power structures that exist in society. The specific ideas of political scientists are only occasionally implemented by policy makers. Political scientists usually influence the world in more indirect ways: by educating citizens and political leaders, by contributing to debates on political issues, and by encouraging different ways of looking at the world. The study of political science is motivated by the need to understand the sources and consequences of political stability and revolution, of repression and liberty, of equality and inequality, of war and peace, of democracy and dictatorship. The study of political science suggests that the world of politics is complex and cannot be reorganized by simple ideological schemes without unintended consequences.Most professional political scientists work in colleges and universities where they teach, conduct research, and write articles and books related to their specific research interests. Political scientists also work in policy-related think tanks, privately funded organizations that conduct and publicize research on public policy issues. . ( Dannug,2003)
As an essential part of liberal education, political science  the individual to think more clearly about himself and his relationship with others, to be more careful about himself and his relationship with others to be more careful in his judgment of the unfamiliar  and to be more tolerant of diverse opinions offered before him. Political science aims to educate and develop citizenry, the values of civic and political consciousness. The discipline seeks to inculcate unto the students awareness the importance of their government and its impact on their lives and future plans. Lastly, political science  brings to the consciousness of  students  the importance and significance of human rights, citizens’ obligations, duties and responsibilities in the community, in a democratic nation strong and stable. ( Dannug,2003)
Political Science and Its Relationship with Other Disciplines 
The relationship of political science with other discipline has wide range of political implications in the areas of philosophy, psychology, sociology, history, education, public administration, management, business administration, accountancy and law.The following relationships of Political Science with other discipline as identified by Dannug (2003)
1. Political Science and Philosophy

If philosophy is about love of wisdom, justice, truth, freedom, ethics, morality, logic and political science is primarily about government and its institutions, processes and decisions; then we would like to know the set of philosophical foundation that shape and move a government. Political philosophy present man alternative visions of the state. The study of political science lacks substance without political philosophy infusing certain values in the political system. 

2.Political Science and Psychology 


Some political writers say that psychology is the foundation for political science. The study of political behavior is one good example of how psychology is used to explain politics. Jeremy Bentham, father of utilitarianism in nineteenth century England, advanced the theory that men always act in the pursuit of self-interest. Thomas Hobbes who earlier made theories on morals and politics said that man’s natural tendency is to avoid what is painful and do what is pleasurable. It is in the study of the psychological make up of a person or group of persons that a political leader can think of treatments and approaches in order to move them in the desired direction to achieve certain objectives.

3. Political Science and Sociology 


Society is the life of sociology. Demographics like data in population growth rates, population density, morality and fertility, health and sanitation problems, employment and development, age structures, sex composition, life expectancy, urban living and urban migration, informal setting (squatting) birth rates, income distribution, crime, juvenile delinquency, housing problems, voting behavior, and other social data are necessary requisites for politicians and policy makers to formulate quality legislation.


Sociology contributes a lot to the study of political science. The relationship of the governors and the governed is very much emphasized. Students in this field must have a clear understanding of how the state exercise is balanced by the citizens, and why such an exercise is balanced by the citizens and other groups of individuals in the enjoyment of their freedoms and liberties. 

4. Political Science and History 


What we are today is a reflection of what we were yesterday. Today is an extension of the past. The historical beginnings of the government and its institutions are necessary inputs to explain the current dynamics of the state’s social environment. Timelines offer the chronicle of events, accounts, dramas, personalities, faces, actions, decisions and stories that define the evolution and development of laws, institutions and practices that serve as a guide to understand the complexity of modern societies and government. History without political science is fruitless, while political science without history it rootless.

5. Political Science and Education


“Knowledge is power” is the best that explains the relationship of education and political science. Without empowering and liberating education, political power will rest only to the few who are rich and powerful and therefore, makes democracy impossible. It is the sufficient and quality education of the many who are poor that makes democracy not only possible but inevitable. It most likely that the educated man will less likely to commit a crime. Thus, educated becomes a strategic solution to the problems of government.The reliability and viability of democracy is ensured by the adequate political education and educated participation of its creators- the people. Political science without education is of on life, education without political science is of no power.

6.Political Science and Public Administration


Public administration is the execution and management of public policies to satisfy public interest; while political science is the decision making process that ensures the formulation and implementation of public policies. Public administration is the organizing and managing of people and other resources to achieve the goals of government; while political science qualifies, quantities, and brings in the people to man and form a government.

7.Political Science and Management 


If management is planning, organizing, staffing, directing, coordinating, and evaluating, communicating and budgeting then political science is the process that govern management. When management decides which ones are to be employed, which plans should be administered, then political science inescapably exists. When management presents the hierarchy of discipline and chain of command in the organization, then political science defines the degree and velocity of power there is to every hierarchy and command. Management cannot be strong and viable without political science. Political science without management, would have no structures, patterns, behavior, and possessors.

8.Political Science and Business Administration


Business operations require permit and license from government. Understanding what, where, how and whom to go to for the approval of business operations, whether big or small, happens only with the presence of decision makers in government examines and scrutinizes the capability, character, collateral, cost-benefit, cash, and composition of a business plan and a business proposal. Political science offers the businessman or the potential entrepreneur the proper offices, appropriate laws and assigned public officials to secure his rights and protect his interest in managing business.

9.Political Science and Engineering


Engineering is the science by which the properties of matter and sources of energy in nature are made useful to man in structures, machines and products. Social engineering is the management of human beings with respects their place and function in society. Major public infrastructures affect the place and function of people in society? Do the development of wide and broad golf  courses in the country affect local communities? Political science provides decisions that ensure a balance application of development.

10.Political Science and Accountancy


Accountancy is the discipline that ensures public revenue are lawfully, effectively, efficiently, and economically spent through proper auditing procedures and with due diligence. Political science ensures that public resources including billions of tax revenues are spent to satisfy public interest and public welfare. Political science decides how much budget to finance a development program. Accountancy ensures that the budget does not end into private pockets and private accounts. Accountancy informs who committed graft and corruption; while, political science offers the lawful penalty.


Accounting is the system of classifying, recording, and summarizing business and financial transactions in books of account and of analyzing, verifying and reporting the results for sound decisions and transactions. The books of account of government is one big task and foundation that require consistent and constant review to make sure that the public interest is upheld at all time.

11. Political Science and Law


Law is defined as the totality of rules and principles promulgated by government. These are in the form of statues, ordinances, and acts passed by a legislature and signed by an executive. It also includes the decisions of judicial courts especially decisions of the Supreme Court that form part of the laws of the land. These laws are constitutional, statutory, criminal, civil, and administrative in scope and nature. The making of a law may change the operations of business, may stop the life of a valid contract, may alter the operations of organizations, may change voting systems. When laws are formulated and applied, then political science offers the right, the organized, the systematic, and the process that will make the law morally acceptable, widely recognized, broadly respected, correctly appreciated, and strictly followed,

The Fields of Political Science

Political science is organized into several fields, each representing a major subject area of teaching and research in colleges and universities. These fields include comparative politics, international relations, political theory, public administration, public policy, and political behavior. ( Dryzek,2007)

1. Comparative Politics

Comparative politics involves study of the politics of different countries. Some political scientists, known as area specialists, study a single country or a culturally similar group of nations, such as the countries of Southeast Asia. Area specialists tend to be versed in the language, history, and culture of the country or group of countries they study. Other political scientists compare culturally dissimilar nations, and investigate the similarities and differences in the politics of these nations. 

2. International Relations.

International relations is the study of the international system, which involves interactions between nations, international organizations, and multinational corporations. The two traditional approaches used by political scientists in the study of international relations are realism and liberalism (which is not the same as liberalism as a political ideology). Realism emphasizes the danger of the international system, where war is always a possibility and the only source of order is the balance of power. 

3. Political Theory

Political theory involves the study of philosophical thought about politics from ancient Greece to the present; the interpretation and development of concepts such as freedom, democracy, human rights, justice, and power; the development of models for government, such as participatory democracy or constitutional systems; and the logic that political scientists use in their inquiries.

4. Public Administration 

Political scientists interested in public administration study government organizations and their relation to other parts of government. Political scientists investigate how these organizations work, and try to devise methods of improving them. For example, David Osborne and Ted Gaebler’s book Reinventing Government (1992) inspired many national, state, and local governments to adopt more-competitive and less bureaucratic ways of delivering services to the public.

5. Public Policy 

The field of public policy involves the study of specific policy problems and governmental responses to them. Political scientists involved in the study of public policy attempt to devise solutions for problems of public concern. They study issues such as health care, pollution, and the economy. Public policy overlaps comparative politics in the study of comparative public policy; with international relations in the study of foreign policy and national security policy; and with political theory in considering ethics in policy making.

6. Political Behavior

Political behavior involves the study of how people involve themselves in political processes and respond to political activity. The field emphasizes the study of voting behavior, which can be affected by social pressures; the effects of individual psychology, such as emotional attachments to parties or leaders; and the rational self-interests of voters. The results of these studies are applied during the planning of political campaigns, and influence the design of advertisements and party platforms.

Concepts of State and Government

State – It is a community of persons more or less numerous, permanently occupying a definite portion of territory, having government of their own to which great body of inhabitants render obedience, and enjoying freedom from external control. ( Gardner)

Essential Elements of State

1 People 

 
It is the entire body of those citizens of a state who are invested with political power for political purposes. Without people there can be no functionaries to govern and no subject to be governed. The number should be neither too small be large. It should be neither too small nor too large. It should be large enough to be self-sufficient and small enough to be well governed. People, therefore, is the mass of humans population living within the territory of the state whose quantity is justified by the capacity to be self-sustaining and small enough to be self-governing.

2. Territory


It is the total area and space occupied by the state. The total land area, aerial, and fluvial areas and space over which sovereignty is exercised by the state is territory. It is also the geographical area under the jurisdiction of another country or sovereign power or state.

3. Government


The formal institutions and processes through which binding decisions are made for society. It is an aggregate of authorities which rule society by prescribing and carrying out fundamental rules and principles by which the social actions of people forming the society are governed or  regulated. Corollarily, it is the apparatus of the state, upon whom devolves governmental powers vested in the executive, legislative, and judicial branches. The powers and rights of a state are exercised and its will is realized through the instrumentality of the government. ( Martin,1984)

4. Sovereignty

The supreme power of the state to command obedience within its territory. The quality of being supreme in power, rank and authority whenever the state makes a decision in behalf of its people ( Martin,1984)

Aristotle’s and Plato’s View of the State

1. The Form of the State. The contribution of individual citizen provides supreme importance to achieve the health of the whole body of politic .Aristotle’s view on the highest life of man is reflected from the virtue of the citizen must be relative to polity..  

2. The Identity of the State. The identification of the state relies as to the form of government and constitution. What whether changes may always reflect anxiety on the part of the citizens. The change of constitution may always reflect the system of government exists in a state whether it is an oligarchy, democracy or aristocracy in contemporary time suppression of political process may form a dictatorial system guided by the rule of men in the society.
Political Theories in Establishing Government

There are four major political theories in establishing government these are the force theory, order and tradition, natural rights and social contract:

1. Force theory. The most common system of establishing government was the force theory. The ancient time until the medieval period had been constantly at war to enforce the authority of authority of the warlords including the kings and emperors. The existence of government usually relied in the powerful armies that usually shape the power of a state. 
2. Order and tradition. The existence of the divine rights of the king and enforcement of conservative tradition as well as respect of authority provided a new kind of order and tradition. This laid a new foundation of government by enforcing obedience to the subjects and punishing vices.
3. Natural rights.  The age of enlightenment provided the new mechanism of  political thought based on the natural rights of the individual citizens. This kind of liberalism awakened the natural rights of the citizens to co-equally exist with the government in protecting the rights of the citizens.
4. Social contract. This was the most powerful political force that shape the existence of a vibrant government to provide the collective needs of the citizen such providing employment, education, reducing poverty, safety among the citizens. The famous political theories of Thomas Hobbes, John Locke, and Jean-Jacques Rousseau on social contract have  redefined the relationship with the people. If  government cannot serve its purpose to exist then the people have the right to change the system of government that must be reflective to the collective needs of the people.
Governmental Systems -Checks and Balances
To prevent one branch from becoming supreme, and to induce the branches to cooperate, governance systems employing a separation of powers typically are created with a system of "checks and balances", a term which, like separation of powers itself, is generally credited to Montesquieu. Checks and balances refers to the various procedural rules which allow one branch to limit another, such as the authority of the American President to veto legislation passed by Congress, or the power of Congress to alter the composition and jurisdiction of the federal courts. Each country employing a separation of powers will have its own system of checks and balances; the closer a country lies to the presidential end of the continuum, the more checks that will likely exist between the branches, and the more equal the branches will be in relative powers.

SYSTEM OF CHECKS AND BALANCES

	Legislative
	Executive
	Judicial

	· Writes and enacts laws

· Enacts taxes, authorizes borrowing, and sets the budget

· Usually has sole power to declare war

· May start investigations, especially against the executive branch

· Often appoints the heads of the executive branch

· Sometimes appoints judges

· Ratifies treaties
	· Sometimes may veto laws

· May refuse to enforce certain laws (risking impeachment by the legislature)

· May refuse to spend money allocated for certain purposes

· Wages war (has operational command of the military)

· Makes decrees or declarations (for example, declaring a state of emergency) and promulgates lawful regulations and executive orders

· Often appoints judges

· Sometimes has power to grant pardons to convicted criminals
	· Determines which laws apply to any given case

· Determines whether a law is unconstitutional

· Has sole power to interpret the law and to apply it to particular disputes

· May nullify laws that conflict with a more important law or constitution
· Determines the disposition of prisoners

· Has power to compel testimony and the production of evidence

· Enforces uniform policies in a top-down fashion via the appeals process, but gives discretion in individual cases to low-level judges. (The amount of discretion depends upon the standard of review, determined by the type of case in question.)

· May rule only in cases of an actual dispute brought between actual petitioners

· Polices its own members

· Is frequently immune to arbitrary dismissal by other branches


Forms of Government

Montesquieu holds that there are three types of governments: republican governments, which can take either democratic or aristocratic forms; monarchies; and despotisms.

A. Democractic

In a democracy, the people are sovereign. They may govern through ministers, or be advised by a senate, but they must have the power of choosing their ministers and senators for themselves. According to Montesquieu the principle of democracy is political virtue which means "the love of the laws and of our country" , including its democratic constitution.

The form of a democratic government makes the laws governing suffrage and voting fundamental. The need to protect its principle, however, imposes far more extensive requirements. On Montesquieu's view, the virtue required by a functioning democracy is not natural.

· It requires "a constant preference of public to private interest" ; 

· It "limits ambition to the sole desire, to the sole happiness, of doing greater services to our country than the rest of our fellow citizens" ; and







· It "is a self-renunciation, which is ever arduous and painful" . Montesquieu compares it to monks' love for their order: "their rule debars them from all those things by which the ordinary passions are fed; there remains therefore only this passion for the very rule that torments them. ... the more it curbs their inclinations, the more force it gives to the only passion left them". To produce this unnatural self-renunciation, "the whole power of education is required" . 









· A democracy must educate its citizens to identify their interests with the interests of their country, and should have censors to preserve its mores. It should seek to establish frugality by law, so as to prevent its citizens from being tempted to advance their own private interests at the expense of the public good; for the same reason, the laws by which property is transferred should aim to preserve an equal distribution of property among citizens. Its territory should be small, so that it is easy for citizens to identify with it, and more difficult for extensive private interests to emerge. 

Democracies can be corrupted in two ways: by what Montesquieu calls "the spirit of inequality" and "the spirit of extreme equality" 

1.The spirit of inequality - It arises when citizens no longer identify their interests with the interests of their country, and therefore seek both to advance their own private interests at the expense of their fellow citizens, and to acquire political power over them.

2.  The spirit of extreme equality - It arises when the people are no longer content to be equal as citizens, but want to be equal in every respect. In a functioning democracy, the people choose magistrates to exercise executive power, and they respect and obey the magistrates they have chosen. If those magistrates forfeit their respect, they replace them. When the spirit of extreme equality takes root, however, the citizens neither respect nor obey any magistrate. They "want to manage everything themselves, to debate for the senate, to execute for the magistrate, and to decide for the judges" (SL 8.2). Eventually the government will cease to function, the last remnants of virtue will disappear, and democracy will be replaced by despotism. 

The Etymologist Approach on the Forms of Government

The etymologist approach provides an important background whether the form of government is real, possible or imaginary, all made different by the prefix and suffix combination. The suffix of-cracy from Greek “ kratos”  which means “ strength” and “power” like democracy meaning people’s power. While the suffix –archy meaning leadership such as monarchy or anarchy.( Wikipedia,2007)

· adhocracy government in an unstructured fashion; an unstructured organization

· anarchy absence of government

· andrarchy/androcracy government by men

· aristocracy government by the nobility (aristo="the best")

· atheocracy government where religion is forbidden

· autarchy government by an absolute ruler

· autocracy government by one individual, autarchy

· bureaucracy government by civil servants; also the civil servants themselves

· confederacy a union of sovereign states

· corporatocracy government by corporations (industry)

· demarchy government by the people by lot

· democracy government by the people, either direct (through referendum or popular assembly) or via elections (representative form)

· ethnocracy government by a particular ethnic group

· geniocracy government by those of a higher than average intelligence

· gerontocracy government by the aged - see the Spartan gerousia
· gynarchy government by women; gynocracy

· hierarchy government by a ranked body; government by priests

· hierocracy government by priests or religious ministers

· judiciocracy government by judges

· kakistocracy government by the worst

· kleptocracy government by thieves - not an existing form, but a negative appreciation of any regime where corruption is excessive

· kritarchy government by equal freedoms

· krytocracy government by judges

· magocracy government by the magically adept (fictional)

· malarchy government by bad leaders

· matriarchy government by women or mothers

· meritocracy government by those with merit

· minarchy government with the smallest possible bureaucracy or size

· monarchy government by one (usu. by hereditary rule)

· nomocracy government through established laws

· ochlocracy government by mobs

· oligarchy government by the few; sometimes specified after their fixed number : 

· dyarchy government by two, as in a dual monarchy

· heptarchy government by seven people

· triumvirate government by three people

· tetrarchy government by four people

· omniarchy government by all

· panarchy universal rule or dominion

· pantarchy (literally) rule by all

· particracy government by political parties

· patriarchy government by fathers - the original Roman Senate, styling itself Patres ('fathers'), came close; usually just said of rule by men

· plantocracy government by plantation owners

· plutocracy government by the wealthy

· polyarchy government by many people, a vague antonym to monarchy and oligarchy

· pornocracy government by prostitution - none has yet to exist, although there is a period of the papacy known as the pornocracy.

· republic government by elected politicians

· robocracy government by robots or other artificial intelligences (maybe fictional)

· sociocracy government by equal individuals, based on consent

· stratocracy government by the armed forces - usually termed military dictatorship or junta
· synarchy joint sovereignty, just as the condominium of Andorra
· technocracy government by technical experts

· thalassocracy sovereignty of the seas

· theocracy government by a deity through clergy or by religious law

· timocracy government by the propertied class

Research Methods of Political Science ( Dryzek, 2007)

Political scientists are divided on the extent to which their discipline should follow methods used by traditional sciences. Some argue that political science should follow the research model of natural sciences such as physics and chemistry, which use quantitative analysis and repeated observation to establish scientific laws. These political scientists aim to discover general laws of politics, although few such laws have been discovered. 

Political scientists who attempt to develop scientific laws favor quantitative methods or explanations of politics that are derived from deductions based upon simple assumptions about human behavior. All else is regarded as transient, unfounded, and unreliable. 

Political scientists who oppose this scientific emphasis argue that politics is highly complex and variable, continually changing as new events unfold, and driven by unpredictable human actions. They argue that any rigidly scientific approach can only yield trivial results. They point out that their more scientific colleagues have not had much success in developing general laws of political science, let alone making predictions based on such laws. 

A. Quantitative Analysis

Political scientists who favor quantitative research most often use statistical methods such as opinion surveys and aggregate-level analysis. Opinion surveys ask a representative sample of individuals a series of questions about their behavior, their attitudes about politics, their social status, and other individual characteristics. Political scientists also commonly employ aggregate-level statistical analysis, in which administrative entities such as electoral districts, states, or countries compose the units of analysis. Such analysis can be used to test very broad theories—for example, the relationship between a country’s level of prosperity and how democratic its government is. In addition, time series analysis can be used to track political relationships involving time, for example, the voting strength of socialist parties and the amount of government spending on social programs over time. 

B. Case Studies

Some political scientists believe that case study research has little or no explicit methodology or theory, and argue that it is impossible to extrapolate its findings to other situations. Comparative case study analysis overcomes these criticisms. In this method of study, researchers choose cases that are alike in some important respects and different in others, and then try to explain the reasons for the similarities and differences. For example, theories about the causes of revolution can be developed and tested by comparing the details of a few important revolutions.

          C. Other Methods

Political scientists often adopt methods of study and analysis used by other disciplines. These methods include computer simulations of political processes, experimentation with human subjects playing political roles, in-depth interviewing, and textual analysis and criticism. Some political scientists conduct policy experiments, which compare what happens when a policy is implemented in one place but not another. Others use Q methodology, which involves profiling subjects in terms of their reactions to a set of statements, then comparing these profiles using statistical techniques. 

Critical Thinking and Critical Writing, or How to Become a Political Theorist. ( Mc Donald,2004)

Unlike some other social science courses, a political theory course asks the student to not only get the relevant facts, but to also critically engage the material at hand. Most of the history of political thought has been at once an attempt to understand political life (that is, an empirical engagement—What is politics?) as well as an attempt to articulate how best to arrange our political world (that is, a normative engagement—What should politics be?). This demands that we approach the texts before us in different ways than we are possibly used to. With this said, you will want to keep the following points in mind about the task before us: 

1) Theory as systematic thinking: many students who have not encountered theory or philosophy before tend to be initially confused by the readings, getting thrown off by the abstract quality of the writing. In reality, theory is only everyday thinking about things brought to a more rarified and abstract level. In a sense, we are already political theorists if we have any ideas or opinions on politics. 

2) Theory as learned practice: as with any new discourse, students begin to get into theory by continuing to engage it, irrespective of one’s initial confusion. Keep plugging away at the text at hand, and it shall unleash its riches! 

3) Theory as fun: while this may seem strange to say, once you overcome your initial fears and trepidation you will find that engaging theory is a fun and fascinating critical enterprise. See it as a chance to use the author’s work to explore some of the fundamental issues you see around you, as a way to explore important values and ethical considerations, as a way to conceive of a better life. 

I. Critical Reading: Since we will revolve our discussions around different works by political theorists, we need to remind ourselves on how to read in a critical fashion. As you might already know, to read critically does not necessarily mean to read negatively. Rather, it means to engage and question the text—what is the author saying? Does it make sense? Are there alternative stances one could take? Does this contradict what the author said before? 

—In this respect, you should feel free to mark your text up with a pencil or pen, writing questions and comments in the margins. Use the text as a forum for dialogue. 

II. The Critical Essay, Or How to Write Like a Political Theorist: ( Mac Donald,2004)

            Given that writing essays will make up most of your grade, you need to remind yourself of what a critical essay is all about. The aim of a critical essay is to clarify, dispute, or otherwise analyze a text. Thus, a critique, as it is sometimes called, goes beyond summarizing a work’s content to interpreting or criticizing its central ideas. 

—Again, to be critical in this sense does not necessarily involve a negative attitude or judgement. Rather, you are examining the author’s central claims. Instead of passively absorbing the author’s ideas, you are entering into a written dialogue with him/her, searching for new meanings and relevance. Thus, a critical essay could also imply arguing positively for the theorist you are reading. 

—While you might think that you are unequipped for such a task (“I mean, me critiquing Marcuse?!”), there is a great deal that you can do. 

Indeed, below are some guidelines that will help you in bringing out that potential and in writing your essays:

1) Begin with critical and responsive reading: before you can write on an author, you must read the text thoroughly, jotting down notes in the margins in response to passages that seem persuasive, provocative or problematic. Where appropriate, you should record more extensive comments on a separate sheet of paper.

2) Begin to clarify the work: After receiving the questions, you need to grasp the author’s ideas on their own terms before you can engage in a critical interpretation. It is not enough to summarize the author’s claims and then declare one’s admiration or skepticism. Rather, you need to specify exactly what passages or ideas you are responding to, and explain your response in a coherent discussion that is organically linked to your argument or position on the work (in other words, you summarize to the extent that it clarifies your own argument). 

—in order to do so, you need to get a good sense of what the theorist is saying. You may wish to ask the following questions:

a) What is the theorist’s stated purpose in his work? 

b) What is the main issue being explored? 

c) What is the central question that governs the work? 

d) What method does the theorist use in exploring that issue? 

e) What conclusion does the theorist come to? 

3) Begin to analyze the text: to do so you need to switch from summary to examining how the theorist develops and substantiates his/her argument. 

The following questions may be helpful: 

a) Are there any flaws in the reasoning? 

b) What are the premises, and do you agree with them? 

c) If you do agree, do you think they lead to the conclusion as stated? 

d) Has the theorist avoided any important issues? 

e) What assumptions or unstated claims underlie the argument? Are they valid? 

f) Do you think the theorist has overstated the argument?

4) Begin to organize your essay: After probing the meaning of the work, and asking critical/analytical questions, you can then develop a position or argument on the theorist. For this class, you will be given parameters on what issues you will deal with. Using your notes, etc., begin to formulate a thesis statement, which is your critical judgement of the theorists central ideas—it might affirm, qualify or dispute an aspect of the theorist’s argument.

—Put thesis statement in your introduction (you summarize central point of the theorist and your position to it).

—develop position more fully in the body of the paper, drawing upon relevant passages and aspects of the text to clarify your position and critical position.

—in conclusion, draw loose ends together, and raise implications about your ideas.

Now, these refer more generally to essay papers, in which you are given the topic at hand and time to work on it. If you were to take an essay exam, your task would be similar, yet with a few differences: 

1) #s 1 and 2 above still apply, in that they provide a way in which to prepare for the upcoming exam. Not only should you try and mine the central issues which we have raised in class so as to organize your studies, but you can help yourself by doing a critical reading, analyzing the central ideas, and in general, trying to get inside the world-view of the theorist. This is important, for it will allow you to deal with any topic you are asked to do during the exam. 

2) #s 3 and 4 are slightly modified: You will be given a particular issue to guide your analysis, and you will not have the chance to develop fully a well-developed argument. But, you should still organize your response in the manner above. (Intro.—body—conclusion). Moreover, you need to keep in 

       mind the following issues:

a) allow 5-10 minutes to brainstorm upon receiving the questions in class. Let your mind begin to focus your understanding and reading of the authors on the issue you must deal with. 

b) do a quick outline on your essay. 

c) jump in the water, and begin writing. Remember: make sure to keep tabs on your time. You will be given an hour for each essay in this type of examination. 

III. Frequent Issues Raised in Writing Critical Essays: While the above points should help you, and we will make sure to discuss these issues in class, over the many years of teaching this course I have been asked frequent questions related to writing these papers.

A) If I am writing on a particular issue do I need to summarize the whole text? Not necessarily. You can assume that I have read the text, and I am familiar with the theorist. What I am not familiar with is your position on the theorist, nor may I agree with your position. You should ask yourself: Do I need to discuss this aspect of the theorist to make my argument? If you answer “no”, then leave it out. 

B) Do I need to quote from the text, or can I just summarize? In these types of essays, you should really do both. You do not want to quote the theorist every sentence of your paper, but you want to use quotations to clarify particular aspects of your argument. I want to see that you are engaging the text, and can use it for your paper. 

C) If I agree with the theorist on a particular issue, how do I avoid just summarizing his/her ideas? This is a very important question. To avoid just summarizing the argument of the theorist, you should help that theorist make their arguments by raising counter-arguments that you then deal with. For example: “While one could argue that Machiavelli wishes to dispense with morality in the name of power (counter-argument), a closer reading of his text shows that he was more nuanced in his discussion (my argument)” 

D) How should I reference the texts in my essay? If you use the texts we have ordered for the class, you should—after a summarization or quote—put the author’s name and page number in parentheses afterward. If you use a different text (either primary or secondary text) you must put the whole cite. Either way, you must make sure to put all relevant information after you cite the text. In particular, do not forget the page number (even when you use the texts ordered for the class). 

Concept of Constitution

An interesting insight presented by Aristocle is the concept of sovereignty that provided demarcation on its political categories: (1) The 'one' may rule either for the common good or for his own personal advantage; the 'few' or the ‘many' may equally have regard primarily to their own class interests or to those of the State; (2)  Personal rule may be either selfish or altruistic; in the former case it is a Tyranny; in the latter a Monarchy;(3) Aristocracy is the rule of a minority exercised for the best interests of the State, while the rule of a few aiming at the promotion of their class interests is an Oligarchy; (4) The term Democracy is the arbitrary rule of the many, while he described the unselfish rule of the masses as a Polity.

 
 Aristotle therefore expounded the study of Constitutions,  were divided into two classes: (i) normal constitutions; and (ii) deviation-forms, corruptions, perversion.  As Tyranny is the perversion of Kingship, so is Oligarchy of Aristocracy, and Democracy of Polity.
A difficulty, however, suggests itself.  How shall we classify a Constitution in which the rich ruling in the interests of the rich are in a majority, or the poor ruling in the interests of the poor are in a minority?  Are we to have regard primarily to numbers or to wealth?  Aristotle finally decides that the question of numbers is accidental, that of wealth is the essential point.  Oligarchy, therefore, is the rule of the rich, ruling in the interests of the rich, be they few or many.  Democracy is the rule of the poor, be they many or few, ruling in the interests of the poor.  To the modern critic the discussion may seem tiresome and even otiose, yet one of the greatest of Aristotelian commentators takes assuredly a correct view of the matter. 

‘The principle of classification’, says Mr. Newman, ‘adopted by Plato and Aristotle has the merit of directing attention to the  aim of constitutions as distinguished from their letter: we learn from it to read the character of a State, not in the number of its rulers, but in its dominant principle, in the attribute-be it wealth, birth, virtue, or numbers, or a combination of two or more of these-to which it awards supreme authority, and ultimately in the structure of its/ social system and the mutual relation of its various social elements.  If they erred in their principle of classification, it was from a wish to get to the heart of the matter.'
The constitution of a state is the fundamental law, containing the principles on which the government is founded, regulating the division of the sovereign powers, and directing to what persons each of these powers is to be confided, and the manner in which it is to be exercised. But usually the term "constitutional government" is applied only to those whose fundamental rules or maxims not only locate the sovereign power in individuals or bodies designated or chosen in some prescribed manner, but also define the limits of its exercise, so as to protect individual rights, and shield them against the assumption of arbitrary power. 

In public law, a constitution is "the organic and fundamental law of a nation or state, which may be written or unwritten, establishing the character and conception of its government, laying the basic principles to which its internal life is to be conformed, organizing the government, and regulating, distributing, and limiting the functions of its different departments, and prescribing the extent and manner of the exercise of sovereign powers.( Black,1895)

· A constitution defines the basic purposes and aspirations of a society, including the common welfare of the people.

· All laws must be written in accordance with the constitution. In a democracy, an independent judiciary allows citizens to challenge laws they believe to be illegal or unconstitutional and to seek court-ordered remedies for illegal actions by the government or its officials.

· A constitution provides the framework for government power -- its scope of authority, mechanisms for exercising that authority, and the procedures for passage of future laws.

·  A constitution defines citizenship and establishes the basis for deciding who shall have the right to vote.

· A constitution establishes the political, administrative, and judicial foundations of the state including the structure of the legislature and courts, requirements for holding elected office, and terms of office for elected officials.

· A constitution lays out responsibilities of government ministries and grants authority to collect taxes and create a national defense force.

· A constitution divides power among the various levels of government.

· Since a constitution is written at a certain point in time, it must be amendable so that it may adapt to the changing needs of the people in the future. Since the flexibility to meet unpredictable and unforeseeable challenges in the future is important, constitutions are usually written to specify general principles of government.

  Constitutions generally contain two different types of rights -- negative and affirmative rights.

°  Negative rights tell the government what it cannot do. These rights limit government and prevent it from affecting certain behaviors of its citizens. For example, the government must refrain from limiting free speech and the ability of citizens to peacefully assemble, and from illegal imprisonment.

°  Affirmative rights tell the government what it must do and citizens what they are entitled to. Such "entitlements" may include social, economic, and cultural rights in the form of government guarantees of various social indicators. There may be guarantees of primary and secondary education for all boys and girls, guaranteed "well being" after retirement, or jobs and health care for all citizens.(U.S. Department of State's Bureau of International Information Programs.)

A constitution differs from a statute or act of a legislature in three important particulars: 

(1) It is enacted by the whole people who are to be governed by it, instead of being enacted by their representatives sitting in a congress or legislature. 

(2) A constitution can be abrogated, repealed, or modified only by the power which created it, namely, the people; whereas a statute may be repealed or changed by the legislature. 

(3) The provisions of a constitution refer to the fundamental principles of government, or the establishment and guaranty of liberties, instead of being designed merely to regulate the conduct of individuals among themselves. But the tendency towards amplification, in modern constitutions, derogates from the precision of this last distinction.

Constitutions are classified as written and unwritten.

Among the various constitutional governments of the world, it is customary to make a distinction between those which possess a "written" constitution and those which are governed by an "unwritten" constitution. The distinction, however, is not very exact. It is difficult to conceive of a constitution which should be wholly unwritten. Practically, this term means no more than that a portion of what is considered to belong to the constitution of the country has never been cast in the form of a statute or charter, but rests in precedent or tradition. (Black,1895)

· The so-called unwritten constitution of Great Britain consists, in large measure, of acts of parliament, royal grants and charters, declarations of rights, and decisions of the courts. It also comprises certain maxims, principles, or theories of government which, though not enacted with the force of law, have always been acquiesced in by the people and acted upon by the rulers, and thus, possessing historic continuity, may be said to enter into the fundamental conception of the nature and system of the government.
·  The differences between written and unwritten constitutions, as these terms are generally employed, are chiefly as follows:
1. A written constitution sums up in one instrument the whole of what is considered to belong to the constitution of the state; whereas, in the case of an unwritten constitution, its various parts are to be sought in diverse connections, and are partly statutory and partly customary.

 2) A written constitution is either granted by the ruler or ordained by the people at one and the same time; while an unwritten constitution is gradually developed, and is contributed to not only by the executive and legislative branches of government, but also by the courts, and by the recognition, by rulers and people, of usages and theories gradually acquiring the force of law.

3.  A written constitution is a creation or product, while an unwritten constitution is a growth. The one may be influenced, in its essentials, by history, but is newly made and set forth. The other is not [Page 6] only defined by history, but, in a measure, is history.

 4. A written constitution, in its letter, if not in its spirit, is incapable of further growth or expansion. It is fixed and final. An unwritten constitution, on the other hand, will expand and develop, of itself, to meet new exigencies or changing conditions of public opinion or political theory.

5.  A written constitution, at least in a free country, is a supreme and paramount law, which all must obey, and to which all statutes, all institutions, and all governmental activities must bend, and which cannot be abrogated except by the people who created it. An unwritten constitution may be altered or abolished, at any time or in any of its details, by the lawmaking power.

Governmental Constitutions
A constitution is a system, often codified as a written document, which establishes the rules and principles by which an organization, or political entity, is governed. In the case of countries this term refers specifically to a national constitution, which defines the fundamental political principles and establishes the power and duties of each government. Most national constitutions also guarantee certain rights to the people. Historically, before the evolution of modern-style, codified national constitutions, the term constitution could be applied to any important law that governed the functioning of a government." (Wikipedia,2007)

Most commonly, the term constitution refers to a set of rules and principles that define the nature and extent of government. Most constitutions seek to regulate the relationship between institutions of the state, in a basic sense the relationship between the executive, legislature and the judiciary, but also the relationship of institutions within those branches. For example, executive branches can be divided into a head of government, government departments/ministries, executive agencies and a civil service/bureaucracy. Most constitutions also attempt to define the relationship between individuals and the state, and to establish the broad rights of individual citizens. It is thus the most basic law of a territory from which all the other laws and rules are hierarchically derived; in some territories it is in fact called "Basic Law".

Key features of Democratic Constitution
The following are features of democratic constitutions which have been identified by political scientists to exist, in one form or another, in virtually all national constitutions. ( WIkipedia,2007)

1. Codification
A fundamental classification is codification or lack of codification. 

A codified constitution is one that is contained in a single document, which is the single source of constitutional law in a state. 

 
An uncodified constitution is one that is not contained in a single document, consisting of several different sources, which may be written or unwritten. The Constitution of Australia is an example of a constitution in which constitutional law mainly derives from a single written document, but other written documents are also considered part of the constitution. The Constitution of the United Kingdom is an example of an uncodified constitution which consists of both written and unwritten sources and has no single written fundamental document. The Constitution of India is the longest codified constitution in the world. It is unique in that it incorporates codes from many other constitutions like those of Japan, Malaysia, and Anglican countries.

The term written constitution is used to describe a constitution that is entirely written, which by definition includes every codified constitution. However, some constitutions are entirely written but, strictly speaking, not entirely codified. For example, in the Constitution of Australia, most of its fundamental political principles and regulations concerning the relationship between branches of government, and concerning the government and the individual are codified in a single document, the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Australia. However, the presence of statutes with constitutional significance, namely the Statute of Westminster, as adopted by the Commonwealth in the Statute of Westminster Adoption Act 1942, and the Australia Act 1986 means that Australia's constitution is not contained in a single constitutional document. The Constitution of Canada, which evolved from the British North America Acts until severed from nominal British control by the Canada Act 1982 (analogous to the Australia Act 1986), is a similar example.

The term written constitution is often used interchangeably with codified constitution, and similarly unwritten constitution is used interchangeably with uncodified constitution. As shown above, this usage with respect to written and codified constitutions can be inaccurate. Strictly speaking, unwritten constitution is never an accurate synonym for uncodified constitution, because all modern democratic constitutions consist of some written sources, even if they have no different technical status than ordinary statutes. Another term used is formal (written) constitution, for example in the following context: "The United Kingdom has no formal constitution". This usage is correct, but it should be construed to mean that the United Kingdom does not have a written constitution, not that the UK has no constitution of any kind, which would not be correct.

1.1 Codified Constitution
Most states in the world have a codified constitution. Only three nations, Israel, New Zealand and the United Kingdom, have uncodified constitutions as of October 2006. Codified constitutions - unlike uncodified constitutions, which are the product of an "evolution" of laws and conventions over centuries - are usually the product of dramatic political change, such as a revolution. For example, the US constitution was written and subsequently ratified less than 25 years after the American Revolution. The process by which a country adopts a constitution is closely tied to the historical and political context driving this fundamental change. This becomes evident when one compares the elaborate convention method adopted in the United States with the MacArthur inspired post war constitution foisted on Japan (see Constitution of Japan). Arguably the legitimacy (and often the longevity) of codified constitutions are tied to the process by which they are initially adopted.

The most obvious advantage of a codified constitution is the coherent and easily understood body of rules. A codified constitution at the least is simple to read, being a single document. Although (entrenched) codified constitutions are relatively rigid, codified constitutions still yield a potentially wide range of interpretations by constitutional courts.

States that have codified constitutions normally give them supremacy over ordinary statute law. That is, if there is a conflict between a legal statute and the codified constitution, all or part of the statute can be declared ultra vires by a court and struck down as unconstitutional. Second, an extraordinary procedure is required for constitutional amendments that may involve obtaining ⅔ majorities in the national legislature, the consent of regional legislatures, a referendum process or some other procedure that makes obtaining a constitutional amendment more difficult than passing a simple law.

1.2 Uncodified constitution

By contrast, in the Westminster tradition which originated in England, uncodified constitutions include written sources: e.g. constitutional statutes enacted by the Parliament (House of Commons Disqualification Act 1975, Northern Ireland Act 1998, Scotland Act 1998, Government of Wales Act 1998, European Communities Act 1972 and Human Rights Act 1998); and also unwritten sources: constitutional conventions, observation of precedents, royal prerogatives, custom and tradition, such as always holding the General Election on Thursdays; together these constitute the British constitutional law. In the days of the British Empire, the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council acted as the constitutional court for many of the British colonies such as Canada and Australia which had federal constitutions.

In states using uncodified constitutions, the difference between constitutional law and statutory law (i.e. law applying to any area of governance) in legal terms is nil. Both can be altered or repealed by a simple majority in Parliament. In practice, democratic governments do not use this opportunity to abolish all civil rights, which in theory they could do, but the distinction between regular and constitutional law is still somewhat arbitrary, usually depending on the traditional devotion of popular opinion to historical principles embodied in important past legislation. For example, several Acts of Parliament such as the Bill of Rights, Human Rights Act and, prior to the creation of Parliament, Magna Carta are regarded as granting fundamental rights and principles which are treated as almost constitutional.

 2. Entrenchment
The presence or lack of entrenchment is a fundamental feature of constitutions. Entrenchment refers to whether the constitution is legally protected from modification without a procedure of constitutional amendment. Entrenchment is an inherent feature in most written constitutions. The US constitution is an example of an entrenched constitution, and the UK constitution is an example of a constitution that is not entrenched.

The procedure for modifying a constitution is often called amending. Amending an entrenched constitution requires more than the approval of the national legislature, it requires wider acceptance. Sometimes, the reason for this is that the constitution is considered supreme law, such as according to the supremacy clause in the US constitution. Regardless of whether a constitution has this technical status, all states with an entrenched constitution recognize the difference between constitutional law and ordinary statutory law. Procedures for ratification of constitutional amendments vary between states. In a federal system of government, the approval of a majority of state/provincial legislatures may be required. Alternatively, a national referendum may be required in some states, such as in Australia.

In constitutions that are not entrenched, no special procedure is required for modification. In the small number of countries with un-entrenched constitutions, the lack of entrenchment is because the constitution is not recognized with any higher legal status than ordinary statutes. In the UK, for example, passing laws which modify sources of the constitution, whether they are written or unwritten, are passed on a simple majority in Parliament. The concept of "amendment" does not apply, as the constitution can be altered as easily in terms of procedure as any national law.

3. Distribution of sovereignty
Constitutions also establish where sovereignty is located in the state. There are three basic types of distribution of sovereignty: federal, unitary and confederal. A federal system of government will inevitably have a constitution that recognizes the division of sovereignty between the centre and peripheral/provincial regions of the state. The Canadian Constitution is an example of this, dividing power between the federal government and the provinces. A unitary constitution recognizes that sovereignty resides only in the centre of the state. In the UK, the constitutional doctrine of Parliamentary sovereignty dictates than sovereignty is ultimately contained at the centre. Confederal constitutions are rare, and there is often dispute to whether so-called "confederal" states are actually federal. In a confederacy, sovereignty is located in peripheral regions/provinces and only limited power is granted to the centre. A historical example of a confederal constitution is the Swiss Federal Constitution.

 4. Separation of Powers
Constitutions vary extensively as to the degree of separation of powers, usually meaning the constitutional separation of the executive, legislative and judicial branches of government. The United States constitution has a full separation of powers, with each branch having particular enumerated powers. For instance, Congress, the US legislature, has the power of impeachment, which cannot be exercised by another branch.

5. Lines of Accountability
Lines of accountability are a common feature in all democratic constitutions. In presidential systems of government, such as the United States, and semi-presidential systems, such as France, department secretaries/ministers are accountable to the president, who has patronage powers to appoint and dismiss ministers. The president is accountable to the people in an election. In parliamentary systems, such as the United Kingdom and Australia, ministers are accountable to Parliament, but it is the prime minister who appoints and dismisses them (in Westminster systems this power derives from the monarch, a component of Parliament). There is the concept of a vote of no confidence in many countries with parliamentary systems, which means that if a majority of the legislature vote for a no confidence motion, then the government must resign, and a new one will be formed, or parliament will be dissolved and a general election called.

6. Façade Constitutions
Italian political theorist Giovanni Sartori noted the existence of national constitutions which are a façade for authoritarian sources of power. While such documents may express respect for human rights or establish an independent judiciary, they may be ignored when the government feels threatened or entirely dishonored in practice. An extreme example was the Constitution of the Soviet Union that on paper supported freedom of assembly or freedom of speech; however, citizens who acted accordingly were summarily imprisoned. The example demonstrates that the protections and benefits of a constitution are provided less through its written terms, but more through deference by government and society to its principles.


The constitution drawn up, ordained, and established by a nation for itself is a law — the organic or fundamental law, if you will, but a law, and is and must be the act of the sovereign power. That sovereign power must exist before it can act, and it cannot exist, if vested in the people or nation, without a constitution, or without some sort of political organization of the people or nation. There must, then, be for every state or nation a constitution anterior to the constitution which the nation gives itself, and from which the one it gives itself derives all its vitality and legal force.

Other models have developed and must be considered. Looking at the relationship between the contents of the constitutional document and the fundamental character or form of the polity it is designed to serve, we can identify five basic models: ( Elazar)

1. The constitution as frame of government and protector of rights- As a frame of government, it delineates the basic structure, institutions, and procedures of the polity; and as protector of citizens, it declares certain rights to be basic and provides means for their protection in civil society. It is not a code. Hence it is not designed to be highly specific and is only explicit in connection with those elements essential to the framing of a government 

2. The constitution as code- The frame of government model works best in political systems where there exists basic consensus with regard to the character of the polity, while the constitutions as code model reflects the reality of polities in which the character of the regime itself is sufficiently problematic for change in its authority, powers, or functions to require explicit consent.

3. The constitution as revolutionary manifesto- The third model, most common in the Socialist (Communist) states, is designed for the comprehensive revolutionary reconstruction of an established civil society, based upon the achievement of a social revolution of the most fundamental kind, with all of its political manifestations and impact. This is a constitution designed to root out the old order and to reorder its elements in their entirety.

4. The constitution as (tempered) political idea- This model is most closely identified with the Third World. It was pioneered by the Latin American countries in the nineteenth century. This type of constitution combines an expression of what its citizens believe the regime should be with the basic structure of authority which will enable the current power holders to rule with a measure of legitimacy. The former is presented without any serious expectation that the polity or regime will achieve that constitutional ideal, and the latter in anticipation of periodic change as rulers change, usually through revolution or coup. This model bears some superficial resemblance to the communist model but it has a political rather than a social revolutionary intent. In essence, most Third World constitutions are designed to present an ideal picture of the institutional framework of the proper polity while simultaneously reflecting the character of already rooted power systems and the specifics of rule by the current power holders.

Constitutional change in much of the Third World involves balancing regime realities with constitutional aspirations. Hence, Third World polities seem to be constantly changing their constitutions in their entirety. In fact, while each constitution is presented as new, usually there is a great continuity of basic articles from one document to the next, combined with changes in specifics to reflect each new regime.

5. The constitution as modern adaptation of an ancient traditional constitution.

Polities utilizing this model have a deeply-rooted commitment to what can only be characterized as an ancient and continuing constitutional tradition, rooted in their history or religion, or both. This commitment frequently finds expression in what is conveniently referred to as an "unwritten constitution," which often encompasses a collection of documents of constitutional import, each of which marks an adaptation of the great tradition to changed circumstances.

Constitutional Models

	1. Constitution as Frame of Government and Protector of Rights
	e.g., English-speaking countries of the New World

	2. Constitution as Code
	e.g., Continental European democracies, India

	3. Constitution as Revolutionary Manifesto
	e.g., Soviet bloc countries, Yugoslavia

	4. Constitution as Political Ideal
	e.g., Latin American and African states

	5. Constitution as Adaptation of Ancient Traditions
	e.g., United Kingdom, Israel, Iran 


