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                                   US Judicial system Analysis
The Judicial arm of government,has, for many years been placed at the centre of controversy amidst punitive or subtle rulinbgs rendered, either of whiuch that leverage on the limits of its power.Essentially, the judiciary is part of the government, together with the executive and legislature.While legislatçions are made in a parliament, they are implemented as ordered by the executive.In numerous settings, the president is the head of the executive.The judiciary, on the other hand, serves the purpose of enhancing the laws in a specific jurisdiction.However, based on its leveraged hierarchy in government, and its ambiguity created by judgment criterion, the judiciary has received criticism for illustrating ineptitude and weakness in exercising its powers.The purpose of this assignment is to study the proponents of the allegation herein based on the alleged weakness of the judiciary, with specific regard to the ruling made for the Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission case.
The 2010 case Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission was ruled into by a panel of 9 supreme court judges.Essentially, the case was presented by the plaintiff Citizens United against the defendant, Federal Election Commission concerning the flexibility of corporate funding during the campaign period.The plaintiff offered that large corporations were influenced by lobbyists and hence rigorous funding implied more campaigns, and inherently, more influence (Hoff, 12).The accused, is the legal body in the US that governs elections, and hence, offers standards and limits for financial apprels during the campaign period.Notably, potential electives of public seats may either be funded individualy or at a corporate level.The plaintiff felt that corporate funding superceeded and consequently undermined the power of individuals who had the potential to get into office.The accused, on the other and, offered that the First Amendment of the US constitution stipulates that all parties ought to receive equal treatment, under the obligatory rule of equal rights.
The Supreme court upheld the Federal Election Commission’s stance, shielded by the First Amendment stipulations.The ruling was done by casting of votes.Essentially, a total of 9 judges were involved in casting the vote.5 out of 4 judges upheld the decision to enable corporate funding for campaigns all over US territory (Flaherty, 22).The argument offered for the ruling was that corporate funding, just like individual funding, were similar as accorded by the first amandment protocols.
In my opinion, it is unjustified to assert that judicial systems are weak.However, a rational judgement of the ruling illustrates that the judicial system is murred with ambiguity, that often affects the decision making ability of the government instiutution.It is worth noting that this particular case of Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission illustrated that the judges were torn between fair representaiton and lobying by relatively powerful figures in the political arena (Dougherty, 157).Thus, the judge who broke the tie offered that the decision was made oin accordance to upholding imminent integrity as stipulated within the US consitutions’s first amendment. (Flaherty, 36).In essence, the work of the judiciary, though guided by judgement and rationale, is to uphold stipulated legislations as stipulated by inherent laws.However, biasness must be avoided at all costs.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The administration of justica and equality is a sensitive aspect of the socio-cultural attributes of a specific jurisdiction.Thence, enforcing laws must be done in accoàrdance to the rule of law, averting bias and consequently spearheading national interests.Based on the Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission case, it is vivd that the ruling dispenses the rule of law and upholds existential legislature (Dougherty, 157). The judiciary, serves the purpose of enhancing the laws in a specific jurisdiction.However, based on its leveraged hierarchy in government, and its ambiguity created by judgment criterion, the judiciary has received criticism for illustrating ineptitude and weakness in exercising its powers (Hoff, 12). The plaintiff offered that large corporations were influenced by lobbyists and hence rigorous funding implied more campaigns, and inherently, more influence.The accused, offers standards and limits for financial apparels during the campaign period.Notably, potential electives of public seats may either be funded individualy or at a corporate level.The ruling,was made oin accordance to upholding imminent integrity as stipulated within the US consitutions’s first amendment.
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