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American Politics And Government
1) The U.S. Congress is supposed to function in a representative capacity. Given the historic unpopularity of Congress at the present time, it seems evident that Congress is not fulfilling this function in a way that is satisfactory to the vast majority of the American people. What accounts for this unpopularity?
	In the American journal of political science, Durr, Gilmour, and Wolbrecht have attributed the U.S congress’s current disapproval by the U.S public to its failure through major legislative decisions, its power in deciding on veto Overrides and internal discords within the Congress (1997). The three researchers have pointed out in the journal that the majority of the American population is not pleased with the number of vetoes overrides by the Congress on the major legislative decisions that are meant to stop official actions or changes. In that, the Congress through the two-thirds vote in both the House and the Senate can prevent the president’s need to sign a bill into law. In the perspective of the American citizens, Congress is misusing their upper hand in the legislation. The negative attitudes towards the U.S Congress from the citizens is also based on social, economic status of those not in support of the U.S Congress and their degree of belief in the efficacy of the U.S Congress in its decisions and processes (Kimball & Patterson, 1997). In their journal of politics, Kimball and Patterson further quote that, what the people believe Congress to be and what it should be like in decision making is a contributor to its unpopularity.


Why does Congress seem to be unable to full fill both its representative and legislative functions?
	Congress, as the lawmaking body in the united states, has failed a dozen times in its legislative and representative role over occurrences that have been recorded in history to sum it up that it seems to be failing in its duties and the citizens of America at large. Taking two cases, that is immigration issues and the call for positive reforms in the Congress by partisans over the years it has been recorded that the Congress has made attempts several times but failed every time to deal with the situation of having illegal immigrants in the U.S and widespread use of illicit drugs in America that flow across the border as a result of immigration (Ferrie, 2018).
     Ferrie, explains that in 2006, legislation had been passed that illegal immigrants in America be granted citizenship by the Republicans in the Senate only to have the legislation being overwritten by President Bush’s administration in his final two years in office. President Bush’s attempts to revoke the passed bill on immigration was based on his assumption that since majority Democrats marked his term in the Congress, it would pass. A matter that to date, has not been solved by the Congress (2018). Ornstein and Mann, have disclosed the Congress's reluctance to positive reforms which they are mandated to ensure by quoting that, where necessary action has been taken, it has been on the defensive or negative, never positive. The two researchers have referred to this act as Congress's failure to deliver to America (2006).
    The two chambers of the Congress, the House, and the Senate, over the years, have been recorded to show indifference to change on how the Congress should operate or function in its legislative and representative capacity. Since time immemorial, the Congress has had several motions put forward by partisans on the need for change in the detrimental legislative role it plays and calls upon to embrace positive change. But with new members in and out, both have shown no interest at all in reform. That is Zero minding of the institution’s well-being, maintenance, and renewal (Ornstein & Mann, 2006).  
Identify and discuss at least three significant factors that have contributed to the legislative gridlock and lack of political compromise characteristic of most congressional sessions over the past decade.
	Iniguez, states in his article that tries to explain the cause of the congressional gridlock that gridlocks in the Congress are caused by lack of adequate moderates or bridge builders in the Congress (2013). Bridge builders in the Congress are those members that regardless of their political affiliation, can vote on an issue unbiased. Iniguez further says that the current number of moderates in the Congress is Six whereas the 113th Congress is projected to have even lesser moderates. Denethor, a British citizen that is greatly interested in American politics, attributes the congressional gridlock in the American Congress to bipartisan (2018). Whereby, the congressmen and women have the votes, hence can vote anyhow without regard to the minority party. The Democrats and the Republicans in the Congress with the power of votes are so allegiant to their political ideologies in that they cannot compromise, hence the gridlock. For instance, President Donald Trump and the Congress had to agree in January 2018 to shut down the government so that the Congress has time to decide on the extension of government funds to February 16th of 2018. This was a result of gridlock in the Congress the Republicans could not get enough Democrats to comprise their stand and vote unilaterally on the issue. Thomas, argues that gridlocks in the Congress are inevitable as members use gridlock situations as a means of pigeonholing bills to delay them so that at the end they are killed off as seen in Bill Clinton’s health reforms in the early part of his administration (Thomas, 2019).
2) In Chapter 12 of your textbook, the authors claim: &quote; More than any other of the three branches of government in the Constitution created by the framers, the presidency has been democratized, with the changes so dramatic that the office would be hardly recognizable to them. &quote; identify at least three factors responsible for the democratization of the modern presidency. Your book goes on to state that &quote; the American people are prone, for their part, to see the president as the center of governance and the locus for their hopes and aspirations for the nation. &quote; Discuss the roles that the modern president is expected to play to meet these public expectations, and the resources the president has at his command to serve as the center of governance. What factors determine how the American public judge's presidential performance?
Factors responsible for the democratization of the modern presidency.
	The American government journal, states that before the 19th century in America, the presidential system was a “King caucus” less democratic system (Jillson, 2019). To boost presidential independence, the constitution of America wiped out the less democratic and presidential caucus system to meet the needs for a free and independent democratic seat for the presidency replacing it with primary elections for the position. To make the executive responsible to the state and national legislators rather than the electorate of the president which was the Congress, an electoral college was set for the purposes of electing the president through primary elections, hence geared the democratization of the American presidency to date (Jillson, 2019). Most framers of the American constitution in Article II of the American constitution, preferred a unitary executive through a single person for quick and aggressive action in times of need as opposed some of the constitutional convention delegates who preferred the multi-person executive council (Jillson, 2019). Hence, Most Framers over-ruling some constitutional convention delegates, the presidency was democratized to meet the quick and aggressive decisions as needed.
Roles of the modern president to meet public expectations and the resources the president has at his command to serve as the center of governance.
	The Presidency, Congress and the Supreme Court journal defines the president as the guardian of the economy (Gilbert, 1989). Through addressing issues such as unemployment, taxes, high prices, and business profits, the American president meets most needs of the American population that are pressing them and can address them. The journal further portrays the American president as a leading example to the citizens of America through his patriotic roles as chief of state. As head of state, the president leads his subjects. That is why it is considered an honor to shake the American president’s hand. As commander-in-chief, the security of the American citizens is at the president’s command hence fulfilling their expectations of their president. The president as commander-in-chief has the role of inspecting a navy yard, deciding wartime whether to bomb foreign cities and calling out troops to stop a riot at the request of a state’s governor. As commander-in-chief, the president has the American military at his command. He has the executive powers of the United States to carry out the law and as the chief citizen, and he is the representative for all citizens nationally and internationally (Gilbert, 1989).
What factors determine how the American public judges presidential performance?
	Buchanan (2016), in his article on how citizens of America judge that a president has performed as expected, he has used the final term of President Bush and the initial term of President Obama to arrive at a conclusion that effectiveness, morality, and prudence are measuring factors American citizens use to equate a president’s performance to failure or success. For instance, President Bush’s legacy among the American citizens based on his efficiency as president was, as a result, of achievements like; in 2001 after the nation faced terrorist attacks. The president had the mandate to unite the country did a commendable job in speaking to the American people for peace’s sake and insisting on returning to the white house regardless of the security concerns. These acts gave the American people hope and confidence that someone was in-charge (Kagan, 2001).
3) Complaining about the federal bureaucracy (or any other bureaucracy for that matter) appears to be second nature for many Americans. Our political media is filled with cries that the federal government has grown too large and that it needs to be “cut down to size,” which translates into cuts in government programs. Most often, the argument is that government is inefficient and wastes our hard-earned tax dollars. In response to these claims, recent presidents have promoted bureaucratic reforms to “streamline the bureaucracy.” Identify and discuss at least three of these reform strategies. How successful have they been? Is efficiency the only or best criterion for evaluating bureaucratic performance, or are there other standards by which we should consider the role of government in our lives?
	Young, who is a researcher on the Federal Bureaucracy of America, takes us through the reforms the Congress, the presidency, and the American courts have made to ensure that bureaucracy agencies are efficient in their performance and use of the citizen’s hard earned tax. For instance, despite the federal bureaucracy not supporting the president, he always appoints less than 1% of executive members into his administration as it is not a choice to leave that agencies are pulled in different directions in decision making due to pluralism. The researcher further brings to light that Congress monitors the federal bureaucracy to ensure that its agencies are constitutional and act appropriately for efficiency. The agencies issue regulations on Congress’s authority. Congress also has the power to revoke regulations from the federal bureaucracy that are not in line with what is required and can impeach agency members on inefficiency grounds. The courts further in streamlining the efficiency of the federal bureaucracy agencies, have the power to exert punishment in terms of cutting down their budget, altering their major programs or failing to confirm a nominee to a top agency. However, has the American bureaucracy been successful based on efficiency? I would say no since lack of competition to the government bureaucracies from the private sector, is a short cut to failure in transparency and weaker governance hence inefficiency (Cote’, 2012). Therefore, effectiveness and efficiency are the primary measures for the performance of Bureaucracy.
4) We want to think of “law” as something separate from “politics” and the various trappings of our judicial process encourage us to think of law as something more akin to religion (e.g. judges wear robes, we call them “your honor” and rise when they enter the room, they sit on high and pass judgment, and the U.S Supreme Court building resembles a Greek temple). 
Yet there is clear evidence that courts in the United States are distinctly political institutions, and their workings cannot be separated from the political process. Discuss one example of each of the following:	
a) The role of politics in the selection of judges (at either the federal or state level),	
	In the USA, the election of state judges is either by appointment, merit selection or partisan elections. One of the three means of becoming a judge a political hand is inevitable despite the judicial system requiring independence from politics. For instance, becoming a judge in an American state by appointment, it’s through appointment by the state governor, which is a political seat. For example, in the state of Texas, a judge is appointed by the state governor. Becoming a judge through partisan elections, one is elected as a judge as a political party’s slate of candidates (Reuters, 2019).
b) The impact of political factors on judicial decision-making,
Downing’s book on judicial ethics and the political role of the books tries to bring out how politics affected and are still affecting the judiciary through courtroom decorum (Downing, 1970). Downing explains that American politicians are skeptical about the Supreme Court’s rulings in political cases. Such doubts from the political stakeholders have driven the supreme courts to make changes in the way court proceedings are judgments are done to reduce the sense of disdain in the public and political arenas towards the Supreme court and the judiciary at large (Downing, 1970).    
 c) The impact of a specific judicial decision on our political process. What do these examples suggest to you about the relationship between law and politics?
	The Chicago seven trial is one of the supreme courts' failure in handling political incivility in the courtroom. In that courtroom disorder and political indiscipline in the courtrooms was rampant until then even to date. The Supreme Court hence made attempts to restore courtroom decorum and to gain public confidence in its dealings with political cases. Even though it has not been so far successful in restoring the public and political confidence in the court, it has marked a new beginning to the way the Supreme Court handled unruly individuals in the court in the history of America (Downing, 1970).
5) The US Supreme Court didn’t&#39; really address questions of civil liberties in any systematic fashion until the time of World War One, about one hundred years ago. Over the past century, we have seen the Court attempt to balance concerns for public safety and order with concerns for civil liberties. Discuss at least two instances over this time period in which the U.S government has restricted the civil liberties of American citizens in response to perceived threats to national security. What has been the rationale for these decisions, and to what degree has this reasoning changed over time?Be sure to refer to specific Supreme Court cases where appropriate.
	Stone, in his journal of civil liberties versus national security, has outlined various cases that were ruled by the American courts that were against civil liberty and for the opinion that expression of some civil rights poses a threat to the national security of America during the World War I period (2007). For instance, a reverend known as Clarence Waldron was sentenced to serve a fifteen years term in prison for distributing a pamphlet defending his belief on Christianity that the court interpreted to be a threat to national peace and security. However, Stone in the article brings out the reverends perspective of expressing his civil right and liberty with no intention of posing a threat to America’s national security.
    Apart from reverend Clarence, the supreme court of America is recorded to have made a series of decisions in the years 1919 and 1920 that led to convictions of individuals who were supposedly adding fuel to the war situation. Guilty or not for the way they chose to express their civic rights and liberties, they were convicted by the court on the grounds of adding fuel to the threat on national security that the way was already posing (Stone, 2007). Rose Pastor Stokes a news editor suffered the same fate as reverend Clarence by serving ten years jail term for saying she is for the citizens while the government was for profiteers. However, in times past World War I, both the citizens and the Supreme Court realized that some of the measures it had taken to ensure national security were over-rated. Hence in the consecutive years, the Supreme Court over-ruled its decisions in the World War I as wrong and those victims who had suffered jail term for expressing their civil rights and liberties were released and granted amnesty.
6) Some critics of the American political process argue that we no longer live in a representative democracy, but instead are governed by a plutocracy. What evidence have you encountered duringthis course that could be employed to support this perspective, and what evidence suggests that the critics may have overstated their case? Do you think that our political system is representative of the concerns of the vast majority of Americans, or is it skewed significantly in favor of the wealthy?
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The reluctance and lack of interest among the members of Congress since its start in embracing institutional change and positive reforms in Congress is a sign of plutocracy. In that, the members of the Congress both in the house and the Senate have been accused by the partisans of holding the being in the Congress high than anything even the public they are supposed to serve. To them, what comes with their congress membership is what matters most. The plutocracy may have been overstated in that, the presidency as per the constitution in a democratic docket. Also, attempts to reform bureaucracy by the Congress, president and courts do not portray plutocracy, but democracy and concern for the citizens who pay taxes. The democratization of the presidency, courts and the few attempts by the Congress despite its drawbacks are geared to ensure that the majority of citizens are not drowned by bureaucracy. The Congress is the principal arm of the American government; hence it’s many failures and how the public perceives it raises a concern of whether the government of America has got the interests of the public, or is it that through the congress members, their primary concern is wealth.
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