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The presidential and parliamentary government systems
1. INSTEAD OF INTRODUCTION

    The word Government comes from Old French word Governement, from governer  meaning to rule. 

    "It is not the business of government to make men virtuous or religious, or to preserve the fool from the consequences of his own folly. Government should be repressive no further than is necessary to secure liberty by protecting the equal rights of each from aggression on the part of others, and the moment governmental prohibitions extend beyond this line they are in danger of defeating the very ends they are intended to serve." — Henry George
    Democracy is a means for the people to choose their leaders and to hold their leaders accountable for their policies and their conduct .

    The major types of governmental systems that exist in our world today are:

· "Monarchy" meaning ruled by one

· "Oligarchy" meaning ruled by a few

· "Democracy" meaning ruled by a majority

· "Republic" meaning rule by law

· "Anarchy" meaning ruled by nobody
Two of the most popular types of democracy are the presidential and parliamentary government systems.
I have no the slightest doubt that the majority of people here have superficial knowledge about the item, mentioned above, why our President Mr. Putin   meets face to  face with different  presidents or prime-ministers ,what is the difference between them. 
Hence before we go further we shall slightly touch several theoretical questions to find out the reply what is democracy, where it came from , its history, benefits of different types, etc.  We must also understand the principal meanings and basic definitions and to observe certain principles and rules of democratic conduct.
I am sure my research work will be rather useful on the eve of the next year  elections in our country in the sense of extinction of political illiteracy of young generation. 
2. MAIN PART

2.1. A brief excursion to the times of the fall of the Roman Republic
In Ancient Greece Plato and Solon 400-300 B.C. worked out the first ideas of democracy were 

Later the Romans adopted Solon's ideas and created the Twelve Tables of the Roman Law and chartered a Republic with a Constitution that limited Government power and left the people alone. Since government was limited, the people were free to produce, with the understanding that they could keep the fruits of their labor, and in a short time Rome became wealthy and the envy of the world.

Eventually the people of Rome forgot that the essence of freedom is the proper limitation of government and that when government power grows, people’s freedom recedes. Power seeking politicians began to exceed the powers granted them in the Roman Constitution, such as by using government power to take property from some and give it to others through agriculture subsidies followed by housing and welfare programs.

As government power continued to expand, the private sector was increasingly taxed which led to productivity declining, then shortages developing, followed by mobs of people roaming the streets demanding bread and services from the government, with many induced to trade freedom for security. 
Eventually the whole system came crashing down, and Rome went from a Republic to a Democracy to an Oligarchy under a progression of the Caesars (now known as Papal Caesars) that never gave up their throne in Rome.

This historical example must not be forgotten   !
2.2. What Is Democracy?
 2.2.1. The pillars of democracy
· Sovereignty of the people.

· Government based upon consent of the governed.

· Majority rule.

· Minority rights.

· Guarantee of basic human rights. 

· Free and fair elections.

· Equality before the law. 

· Due process of law.

· Constitutional limits on government.

· Social, economic, and political pluralism.

2.2.2. Government of the People
In the dictionary definition, democracy "is government by the people in which the supreme power is vested in the people and exercised directly by them or by their elected agents under a free electoral system."
 In the phrase of Abraham Lincoln, democracy is a government "of the people, by the people, and for the people."

Freedom and democracy are often used interchangeably , but the two are not synonymous.
 Democracy is indeed a set of ideas and principles about freedom, but it also consists of a set of practices and procedures that have been molded through a long, often tortuous history. 
In short, democracy is the institutionalization of freedom. For this reason, it is possible to identify the time-tested fundamentals of constitutional government, human rights, and equality before the law that any society must possess to be properly called democratic.

Democracies fall into two basic categories, direct and indirect or representative. 
In a direct democracy, all citizens, without the intermediary  of elected or appointed officials, can participate in making public decisions. Such a system is clearly only practical with relatively small numbers of people--in a community organization or tribal council, for example, or the local unit of a labor union, where members can meet in a single room to discuss issues and arrive at decisions by consensus or majority vote.
 Ancient Athens, the world's first democracy, managed to practice direct democracy with an assembly that may have numbered as many as 5,000 to 6,000 persons--perhaps the maximum number that can physically gather in one place and practice direct democracy.

Today, the most common form of democracy, whether for a town of 50,000 or nations of 50 million, is a representative democracy, in which citizens elect officials to make political decisions, formulate laws, and administer programs for the public good . In the name of the people, such officials can deliberate on complex public issues in a thoughtful and systematic manner that requires an investment of time and energy that is often impractical for the vast majority of private citizens.

How such officials are elected can vary enormously. On the national level, for example, legislators can be chosen from districts that each elect a single representative. Alternatively, under a system of proportional representation , each political party is represented in the legislature according to its percentage of the total vote nationwide.
 Provincial and local elections can mirror these national models, or choose their representatives more informally through group consensus instead of elections. 
2.2.3. Majority Rule and Minority Rights
All democracies are systems in which citizens freely make political decisions by majority rule .
 But rule by the majority is not necessarily democratic.

 No one, for example, would call a system fair or just that permitted 51 percent of the population to oppress the remaining 49 percent in the name of the majority.
In a democratic society, majority rule must be coupled with guarantees of individual human rights that, in turn, serve to protect the rights of minorities--whether ethnic, religious, or political, or simply the losers in the debate over a piece of controversial legislation. 
The rights of minorities do not depend upon the goodwill of the majority and cannot be eliminated by majority vote. The rights of minorities are protected because democratic laws and institutions protect the rights of all citizens.

2.2.4. Democratic Society
Democracy is more than a set of constitutional rules and procedures that determine how a government functions. In a democracy, government is only one element coexisting in a social fabric of many and varied institutions, political parties, organizations, and associations. This diversity is called pluralism, and it assumes that the many organized groups and institutions in a democratic society do not depend upon government for their existence, legitimacy, or authority.

Thousands of private organizations operate in a democratic society, some local, some national. Many of them serve a mediating role between individuals and the complex social and governmental institutions, among them- environmental and neighborhood groups, business associations and labor unions.

 
 2.3. What is Republic?
Republic is a special form of political organization of the country where

The people decide who will represent them in the parliament at the national and local levels. 

Government is based on the consent of the governed.

 The people are sovereign—they are the highest form of political authority.

Power flows from the people to the leaders of government  only temporarily.

Laws and policies require majority support in parliament, but the rights of minorities are protected in various ways.

· The people are free to criticize their elected leaders  and to observe how they conduct the business of government.

· Elected representatives at the national and local levels should listen to the people and respond to their needs and suggestions.

· Elections have to occur at regular intervals, as prescribed    

· by law. 
· The  elections  have to be administered by a neutral, fair, and professional body.

· All parties and candidates must have the right to campaign freely, to present their proposals to the voters both directly and through the mass media.

· Voters must be able to vote in secret, free of intimidation and violence.

· Independent observers must  observe the voting and the vote counting to ensure that the process is free of corruption.

· There needs to be some  independent tribunal to resolve any disputes about the election results.                  
2.4. The presidential government system

The office of President characterizes the presidential system. The President is both the chief executive and the head of state. The President is unique in that he  is elected independently of the legislature. The powers invested in the President are usually balanced against those vested in the legislature. In the American presidential system, the legislature must debate and pass various bills. The President has the power to veto the bill, preventing its adoption. However, the legislature may override the President's veto if they can muster enough votes. The American President's broadest powers rest in foreign affairs. The President has the right to deploy the military in most situations, but does not have the right to officially declare war. More recently the American President requested the right to approve treaties without the consent of the legislature. The American Congress denied this bill and was able to override the President's veto. The president cannot be removed from office - only a court of law can order impeachment should the president have been involved in illegal activity. President Nixon avoided being impeached by resigning in advance. Yet for all this power, the president is unable to rule at will. In order to govern, both houses of Congress have to pass legislation proposed by the president.
2.5. The parliamentary government systems.
In parliamentary governments the head of state and the chief executive are two separate offices. Many times the head of state functions in a primarily ceremonial role, while the chief executive is the head of the nation's legislature. The most striking difference between presidential and parliamentary systems is in the election of the chief executive. In parliament systems, the chief executive is not chosen by the people but by the legislature. Typically the majority party in the parliament chooses the chief executive, known as the Prime Minister. However, in some parliaments there are so many parties represented that none hold a majority. Parliament members must decide among themselves whom to elect as Prime Minister. 

2.6. The main differences between the parliamentary    system of government versus the presidential system
What are the main differences between the parliamentary  system of government versus the presidential system? 
We're particularly interested in the pros and cons of each. 
The major difference between these two systems is that in a Presidential system, the executive leader, the President,
· is directly voted upon by the people 
(Or via a body elected specifically for the purpose of electing the president, and no other purpose), and the executive leader of the Parliamentary system, the Prime Minister, 
· is elected from the legislative branch directly.

In the Presidential System, it is more difficult to enact legislation, especially in the event that the President has different views than the legislative body. The President only responds to the people, 
· a legislative branch can't really do anything to threaten the President. 
As a result, he can make it more difficult for the legislative body to do anything.

In the Parliamentary system, 
· if the Parliament doesn't like the Prime Minister, they can cast a vote of no confidence and replace him.
 This tends to make the executive leader subservient to the Parliament.

The fusion of the legislative and executive branches in the

· parliamentary system tends to lead to more discipline

 among political party members. Party members in parliaments almost always vote strictly along party lines. 

· Presidential systems, on the contrary, are less disciplined 

and legislators are free to vote their conscious with fewer repercussions from their party. Debate styles also differ between the two systems. Presidential system legislators make use of 

· a filibuster,

 or the right to prolong speeches to delay legislative action. Parliamentary systems will call for 

·  a cloture, 

or an end to debate so voting can begin.

Bottom line is, if you believe that government should have 
· more checks and balances - a Presidential system 
will give you that. 
If you believe that it should have the power 
· to enact laws quickly, then you should go for a Parliamentary system.

Whatever the method used, public officials in a representative democracy hold office in the name of the people and remain accountable to the people for their actions. 
When U.S. Founding Fathers declared independence from the British, they stated that the rights of men are given to them by God - including life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness - and that government should be instituted in order to secure those rights.

 Founders designed the U.S. government to be a "negative force" which leaves people alone - with the government's sole function being to protect citizens from one another, from foreign governments, and from the government itself. The government was not designed to be a "positive force" which does things for people, or takes from one person to give to another which in the process gives the government control over both people.

2.7. The common features of the parliamentary   and the presidential systems  of government .

There are many more common features   of the parliamentary  and the presidential systems  of government  than differences.They are the following. 
2.7.1. The Role of the Citizens in A Democracy

 

· To participate in public life is the key role of citizens in a democracy.

 

· Voting in elections is another important civic duty of all citizens. 

 

2.7.2.    Rights of Citizens
 

· Every citizen has certain basic rights that the state cannot take away .

· You have the right to have your own beliefs, and to say and write what you think.

· No one can tell you what you must think, believe, say or not say.

· Freedom of religion.

· Every individual has the right to enjoy their own culture

· Freedom and pluralism in the mass media.

· The right to associate with other people.

· You are free to move about or to leave the country.

· You have the right to protest government actions. 

Everyone has an obligation to exercise these rights peacefully, with respect for the law and for the rights of others. 

 

2.7.3. The Rule of Law (extracts)
 

· Democracy is a system of rule by laws, not by individuals. 

· In a democracy, the rule of law protects the rights of citizens, maintains order, and limits the power of government. 

· All citizens are equal under the law.   

· No one is above the law, not even a king or an elected president. 

· No ruler, minister, or political party can tell a judge how to decide a case. 

· Office holders cannot use their power to enrich themselves.  

2.7.4. The Limits and Requirements for Democracy
 
· Every citizen must respect the rights of his  fellow citizens, and their dignity as human beings.

· No one should denounce a political opponent as evil and illegitimate, just because they have different views.

· People should question the decisions of the government, but not reject the government’s authority.

· When you express your opinions, you should also listen to the views of other people, even people you disagree with.  Everyone has a right to be heard.

· Consider different interests and points of view.

· You should understand that in a democracy, it is impossible for everyone to achieve everything they want.

· Democracy requires compromise. 
 

3. THE HISTORY OF BRITISH  PARLAMENTARISM
Now I shall attempt to describe the main stages in the evolution of parliamentarism on example of the British Parliament as an institution from the earliest days. It is interwoven as perhaps never before with the whole fabric of   British national history
3.1 Two instruments of government
Parliament in fact did not originate even 700 years ago. Charles James Fox remarked that  constitution was not made, „thanks God‟, in a day, but was the result of „gradual and progressive wisdom‟. It can be dated at least  in the days of the early Saxon kingdoms. 
There we find two instruments of government, two forms of assembly, each of outstanding importance to anyone interested in the business of government.
 Firstly, the better known of the two, the Witenagemot: this was the moot or gathering of the Witan or wisemen. To it came earls, thanes, bishops, abbots. 
Secondly,  another Saxon institution, the Shire Moot or County Court. Collectively these hundreds of villagers sitting round a village oak-tree were the judges in the court. Here was a true form of  democracy  in the earliest days of British  national history. 
The period of development during which the two institutions of Shire Moot and King‟s Court came together began a hundred years after the Norman Conquest. This linking of the two forms of assembly may be reckoned to have come about during the generations between 1190 and 1265, the period of the high Middle Ages, famous in our history books for Richard I‟s Crusade, for Magna  Carta and for the building of the Choir of Westminster Abbey. It was during this period that the counties were for the first time ordered to send representatives to the King‟s Court – so linking the 2 ancient forms of government, and making the central national assembly, in some degree, representative.
3.2 A limitation of the  royal power

 This was potentially a limitation on his royal power, and the beginning of constitutional as distinct from personal monarchy. 
Simon de Montfort, Earl of Leicester sought to control the royal government. He rallied popular support to himself and against the King by using this device of representative members in the Council. In 1264 representatives of the counties, known as Knights of the Shire, were summoned „to treat‟ about the affairs of the kingdom. 
De Montfort‟s device for getting wider support in 1265 was followed after his death by Henry III and Edward I. De Montfort had, in fact started a continuous tradition of summoning both the county and the town representatives, which after 1327 became unvarying. 
3.3 Appearing of the Commons

They soon were called les communes, (the Commons), meaning not „the common people‟ but „the communities‟, the representatives of the local shires and towns. Gradually this special enlarged form of the King‟s Court which included les communes came to be called Parliamentum: which really means the „conversation‟ or „discussion‟ place. The period of origins – some 5 centuries long – was over. Parliament, with or without its own special name, had come into being by 1265. 
Parliament at the beginning of this first period in its history, let us say in 1295, did not consist of the Sovereign and two Houses, as it now does, but of a central focus of the King and his Court, with a number of outer groups, meeting separately, but sometimes coming cap in hand to stand in the presence of the Court. This sort of organisation of Parliament is very much like what we see at a State Opening nowadays, when the Queen on her Throne is surrounded by members of her Court holding historic emblems of State, and by a large company of ambassadors, also part of her court, whilst peers occupy the remaining benches on the floor of the Parliament Chamber, and the faithful Commons stand at the Bar of the House or sit in the galleries above. Each State Opening, in fact, turns back the pages of history by 700 years and represents once more the earliest type of Parliament.
3.4 Two Houses of Parliament

 This  amorphous type of Parliament began to change, for the daily conduct of business, into two Houses of Parliament. The process starts in about 1332, when the two separate groups, the Knights representing the shires and the Burgesses from the towns, began meeting together.

After the Knights and Burgesses had come together in this way by 1332 to form a single entity, the next stages followed quickly. In 1363 for the first time they acquired a clerk of their own, and in 1377 there appears in the records their first Speaker, „qui avait les paroles pour les communes‟, that is, who spoke on behalf of the Commons. Then this body, les Communes, with its own head and its own staff, rapidly (within 50 years) became an essential part of Parliament, for discussion, for legislation, and, especially, for taxation. 
So during the first period in Parliament‟s history, from 1265 to 1425, the House of Commons had come into existence and had acquired power. By the death of Henry V in 1422 there could be no statute and no tax without Parliamentary authority, and, within Parliament, without the Commons‟ agreement.
3.5. The House of Lords
Less attention is normally paid by historians to the emergence within Parliament of what we now call the House of Lords 
Originally the Lords of Parliament were royal nominees. Barons might be summoned by the King to Parliament by writ in one year, and not summoned in the next. They were, in fact, not even life peers as we know them today, but annual peers. Between 1307 and 1327 the idea of peerage as a status takes shape and men begin to talk of „Peers of the Land‟. This idea was greatly strengthened in 1387 when the Crown created the first barony by patent, for John Beauchamp. This honour carried with it the right of a seat in Parliament, and the honour descended to heirs male. In other words, the Lords were taking on that hereditary characteristic later to become the most marked feature of the Upper House. Certainly by 1425 we have not only a representative Lower House, but also an hereditary Upper House.
3.6. Own Office

 In about 1500, Parliament got its own Office, the Parliament Office, which ultimately took up residence in the further corner of the Palace of Westminster – in the Jewel Tower; and, more important, in 1550 the House of Commons, after having led a wandering life moving between  the Painted Chamber and various chambers in Westminster Abbey, at last attained a permanent home of its own in the old St. Stephen‟s Chapel. The Houses of Parliament thus began to be a place as well as an institution.
3.7. The mightiness of the Commons 
The Reformation was carried forward, and was also on occasion reversed, by means of acts of Parliament. This undoubtedly greatly enhanced the significance of Parliament. Parliament and not the Kings had challenged the mighty power of Rome. 
Above all, they put once more into action the ancient Parliamentary process by which ministers of the King could be accused (or impeached) by the Commons before the Lords. In 1621 they impeached the Chancellor and the Treasurer for bribery, and between 1621 and 1688 there were 40 or more impeachments of this type. Also in the year 1621 the Commons made a solemn and extreme protestation that they had a full right to deal with matters concerning the King, the State and the defence of the realm, without punishment. 
Sir Winston Churchill called it as the period during which the foundation of English liberty was laid. During these 3 years, Eliot, Pym, another Wentworth, and their followers in the Commons sought to reestablish the mediaeval control, and perhaps more than the mediaeval control, of the executive by Parliament. Above all, they extracted agreement from the King to the Petition of Right of 1628, which, I suppose, together with Magna Carta and the Bill of Rights may be regarded as one of the three great constitutional documents in English History. 
3.8. The balance  of  power had been tipped
The real answer and the final answer to the problem of power came in 1689, the greatest single date in Parliamentary History. 1689 is perhaps best represented for us in E. M. Ward‟s  picture in the Commons corridor. There is no scene of bloodshed or revolution, but a piece of outwardly obsequious ceremony in a royal Palace. There you will see the deputy Clerk of the Parliaments presenting in the Palace of Whitehall a document to the two chosen by Parliament to rule: the Prince and Princess of Orange. The document is the Parliamentary Declaration of Rights and it is on display tonight. There is an enormous ink blot on the first page of the manuscript, symbolic of the confusion and stress of debate during its passage through the Lords. By the terms of this Declaration the Crown was offered to the Prince and Princess of Orange on condition that the laws of parliament were not suspended, or dispensed with, by them. The ancient hereditary monarchy of England thus became a parliamentary monarchy within the gift of Parliament. The same day, Parliament proclaimed the new King and Queen. Their title to the Throne and that of subsequent monarchs was to rest on the Bills of Rights of 1689, and on later actions of Parliament regulating the succession. The balance had been tipped. Parliament had become the sovereign law maker and was to share increasingly in the making of policy and in the composition of the King‟s Ministries. 
The domestic history of the Commons in this last epoch of change is impossible to summarise; it is interwoven as perhaps never before with the whole fabric of our national history. The greatest Commoners of Victoria‟s reign – Peel, Gladstone, Disraeli – are still household names, and the developments of this period are, in a sense, still in movement and not wholly matters of historical judgement.
I will mention in conclusion  one feature only: Parties . The presence of Party organisation at Westminster is now one of the great political facts of life. Yet, although there were Court men and Country men, Cavaliers and Roundheads, Whigs and Tories during the earlier centuries I have been discussing, Sir Lewis Namier has taught us not to regard such groups as parties in the modern sense. The labels of Whig and Tory, in particular were often adopted by, or foisted upon, men who had little in common, and few or no real ties.

3.9. Readings and the Speaker 
 Today the passing of a bill entails 3 „readings‟ of this text. For centuries, of course, certainly well into Elizabethan and Stuart times, the reading of the bill was literally a reading aloud. Inevitably, the man who bore the full drudgery of it all was the Speaker. He had no deputy, and sat in his chair six days in the week‟. The reading-over was done by the clerk, and when he had finished, the speaker taking the bill in one hand and his cap in the other, said „You have heard the bill, the contents whereof be these‟. And it was then the Speaker‟s duty to summarise the bill in order to help members fix the details in their minds. Some of the Speaker‟s paper summaries, breviates or briefs as we call them, survive amongst the Parliamentary records from 1593-1714, and you may have seen one on display here.
4. Research work
    In order to estimate the level of  basic political knowledge of the pupils of our school I prepared a questionnaire with  five  questions which covered important political meanings, among them:

1. What is democracy?

2. What is republic?

3. What is president?

4. What is prime - minister?

5. How many Houses or Chambers are there in Parliament of a democratic state?

     The questionnaire was handled to the pupils of our school. They were divided in two gender groups, 9 persons in each.

    Average age of tested pupils was 12 years.

    All of them were the pupils of the 6 th forms.

5. Results
   To my pity the results of my research work were not encouraging.

    The majority of the pupils who had taken part in an inquiry demonstrated the illiteracy concerning about the principal meanings.

    66% -girls-don`t know what is republic and  78% -boys-don`t know how many Houses are there in Parliament .

    44%-boys- and 55%-girls- don`t know what is prime-minister and only 22%-girls- and 44%-boys-don`t know what is president.

6. Conclusion
   So I came to the conclusion that 

1.  many pupils of our school don`t know the basic political meanings.

2. as we live in presidential republic we hear and know more about our President and consequently less about Prime-Minister, Government and Parliament.

3. a political education of our pupils is insufficient  but needed
7. Proposals

     Having in view that all of us expect the pupils to become the responsible members of our society I suggest to hold several lectures or classes about political system in our country  and the leading democratic countries sharpening our attention on the history of the development of the basic political meanings in different countries  in order  to have a basis for comparison  what is better and the role of democracy and republican institutions in the life of our society in the year of elections in State Duma.

To that program I guess it would be better to attract not only  pupils and  teachers of our and neighbour schools , but  also teachers from high schools and  deputies of regional and city level as well. 
8. Theses

The project was  prepared by Savelyev  Maxim , student of the 6th form.

Supervisor of the project  is  Oskina D.O. , teacher  of English language.

    In the work given below I investigate the basic principles and the most important meanings of modern political systems of government- presidential and parliamentary.

     The main target was to understand the main principles of the presidential and parliamentary systems of governmen , differences and common features.

    The task was to describe the majority rules and minority rights, government of the people, the common features of the parliamentary   and the presidential system  of government

    The methods of investigation  

•
make review of a modern status of the problem based on different sources of information where I depict the history of the development of political meanings and conduct,  show what is democracy, democratic society, what is republic. I give a brief history of British Parliament and explain the appearance of the Commons, the Two Houses of Parliament, the House of Lords, its own Office, readings and the speaker.

•
carry out personal investigation of  the matter as it stands among the pupils of the 6th form, based on self-made questionnaire, inquiry , estimation of obtained results ,preparation and demonstration  of slides and tables,  discussion of the results.

Conclusion contain the idea of insufficient political education of the pupils of 6 forms

     Proposals.  I work out the idea of the necessity of political education of the pupils and the beginning of such education through  different classes and lectures in which I can take part if possible.
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Addendum 1. 
Questionaire

1. What is democracy?

o
I can do what I want

o
I do what I am said

o
I act according to laws and rules

2. What is republic?

o
System of government where no one rules the country

o
System of government where rules majority

o
System of government where rules one person 

3. What is president?

o
A ruler who is elected directly

o
A ruler who is appointed

o
A ruler who is elected by representatives

4. What is prime minister?

o
A country leader who is elected by population

o
A country leader who is appointed

o
A country leader who is elected by members of parliament.

5. How many Houses has Parliament of a democratic state ?

o
Lower House 

o
Lower and Upper House

o
Lower, Middle and Upper  House
Addendum 2.Tables.

Table 1.Consequence between the number of questions and  the number of mistakes.
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Table 2 .The incorrect responses contain  that  I can do what I want and what I’m said. [image: image2.png]m The response
is incorrect

m The response
is correct





[image: image3.png]H Incorrect
response

m Correct
response





Table 3. The girls suppose that Parliament has 1 House (Government)

Table 4. The boys suppose that Parliament has 3 Houses (Chambers) [image: image4.png]m Correct
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