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prerequisites for successful democracy. They were home aspect of contemporary liberal democracy. The word elections
would seem to require the guaran.

The separation of powers into legislative branch, executive branch, judicial branch also makes it more difficult
for a small majority to impose their will. Also, the real power is actually held by a relatively small
representative body. In short like the British upper classes in the early 19th century they believe that the rural
populace is not yet ready to participate in elections. Corruption Research by the World Bank suggests that
political institutions are extremely important in determining the prevalence of corruption: democracy,
parliamentary systems, political stability, and freedom of the press are all associated with lower corruption.
Two additional French revolutions, one in and the other in , followed by another Napoleon, depressed him
greatly. A recent meta-analysis finds that democracy has no direct effect on economic growth. One objection
might be that nations like Sweden and Canada today score just below nations like Chile and Estonia on
economic freedom but that Sweden and Canada today have a higher GDP per capita. One of the main points of
contention between these two systems, is whether to have representatives who are able to effectively represent
specific regions in a country, or to have all citizens' vote count the same, regardless of where in the country
they happen to live. Democracies are the best way to guarantee people's fundamental human rights. At the
time, the vast majority of European states were monarchies , with political power held either by the monarch
or the aristocracy. Thus, problems may continue longer and crises of all kinds may be more common in
autocracies. Both these reforms to the constitution were designed to strengthen the concept of accountability
and open government. Thus the argument that other forms of government are better able to be economically
successful because they are more likely to enforce property rights is incorrect. Neither of these forms of
government was precisely what we would call a liberal democracy we know today the most significant
difference being that voting rights were still restricted to a minority of the population , and the French attempt
turned out to be short-lived, but they were the prototypes from which liberal democracy later grew. In fact,
Rawls argues that legitimate government under conditions of cultural and moral diversity will be achieved
only on the basis of constitutional principles that all citizens can accept. Political stability One argument for
democracy is that by creating a system where the public can remove administrations, without changing the
legal basis for government, democracy aims at reducing political uncertainty and instability, and assuring
citizens that however much they may disagree with present policies, they will be given a regular chance to
change those who are in power, or change policies with which they disagree. The commitment of
public-spirited elites was essential. It should also be noted that according to the index Sweden and Canada are
among the world's most capitalist nations, due to factors such as strong rule of law, strong property rights, and
few restrictions against free trade. No because For example, consider a campaign for policies aimed at
reducing environmental damage while causing temporary increase in unemployment. There is no real reason
to believe that a democracy protects the foundation of a free market better than an authoritarian regime. Some
critics argue that criticism of the status quo or a particular agenda tends to be suppressed by such media
cartels, to protect their own self-interests. One is to argue that the presence of a constitution protecting the
rights of all citizens in many democratic countries acts as a safeguard. In Canada, responsible government
began in the s and in Australia and New Zealand, parliamentary government elected by male suffrage and
secret ballot was established from the s and female suffrage achieved from the s. All the possible problems
mentioned above can also occur in nondemocracies with the added problem that a minority can oppress the
majority. There is a danger within: Americans are becoming complacent about democracy, losing interest in
their traditional ideals. Modern-day liberals also believe that the rights of minority groups must be protected
via legislative measures and the constitution. Undesirable information may more easily be ignored in
dictatorships, even if this undesirable or contrarian information provides early warning of problems. They
must redouble their efforts to counter the cynicism that was turning people away from the public good. In later
years, John Stuart Mill favoured a system of plural voting that would effectively disenfranchise the illiterate
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whilst providing more votes to the educated. Autocracies and semi-autocracies are subject to less oversight
and scrutiny from the media, opposition parties, and their citizens, and often do not have the same
constitutional guarantees, making it easier to change laws such as those guaranteeing property rights. Several
organisations and political scientists maintain lists of free and unfree states, both in the present and going back
a couple centuries. There is also some evidence that it is associated with larger governments and more
restrictions on international trade.


