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Democracy And Liberty   
Defining Democracy
Democracy in the words of Abraham Lincoln is the government of the people for the people and by the people. Lincoln wanted to suggest that democracy is that system of government in which citizen exercises power to rule and control the states through electing their representatives.  However, democracy is a classic example of a concept that is significantly contested. Its seem there is no, nor there will likely be a final consensus of definition of the democracy as and its full content (Hollyer et al., 2011). For example, the argument that democracy is a type of governance which is based on a certain degree of popular sovereignty, as well as general decision making, is largely uncontested. However, there are specific features of democracy which shows that there is an essential consensus in different types of democracy.
Democracy can be defined from three perspectives that is a social democracy, the liberal democracy as well as the procedural democracy. Procedural democracy was made notable in the Robert Dahl seminal work known as Polyarchy and its included two dimensions which are participation and contestation. This means a democratic contestation captures uncertain peaceful competition which is highly regarded as the as important rule of democracy (Hellman, 2012). On the other hand, liberal definition of democracy incorporate the institutional dimensions which involve the concepts of popular sovereignty, and it specifically takes into account on various notions such as the accountability, citizen representation, the constraint of leaders as well as the universal participation. The work of social democracy is to maintain the institutional as well as the rights dimensions as embedded in a liberal democracy.
How Liberty Dies.
“This is how liberty dies”senator Padme spoke the words in the star war movie which is one of the critical political lines in the star wars. It has been used as well as been misused by the conspiracy theorist, journalist as well as politicians over decades; his words were a piece of dialogue which triggered a conversation on how the Galactic republic becomes the Galactic Empire. According to Senator Padme, Palpatine rose at a brink of the eye from the senator position to the position of a chancellor (Decker, 2010). He becomes furious and ashamed of his fellow senator members since they give space to this dictator. 
The Senate or the people did not protest, and the senate just gave their rights to what Padme referred to as Sith Lord. As the voice of the people, the senate failed to represent or channel the excellent course for the common good and for liberty to flourish. Padme words were met with thunderous applause from Ben Franklin which said the ones giving up freedom for safety deserve neither (Wetmore Jr, 2017). As defined in question one, liberty involves the institution's dimensions which must ensure accountability, and therefore the quotes are related in that, allowing a dictator Palpatine to be a chancellor is killing liberty; if you give up liberty for the safety, you deserve neither of the two. This quote is still applied in the 21st century, for example, governments mobilize parliament support through dubious means to oppose an idea they dislike even if it's noble, and that’s how liberty is killed today
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