HPAN6003                                                   Assignment 1                                   Andy Bevan
Is the United States the greatest country in the world, in your view? Why, or why not?

The United States of America is seen by many, in particular its citizens, as the greatest country in the world. Civil liberties and personal freedoms are written into its constitution, (Rakove, 2012) establishing themselves as part of the basis upon which all laws are formed. However, there are numerous reasons to disbelieve that both the federal government and all 50 state governments ensure the equal implementation of these freedoms. In this essay, I will focus on how the amendments to the United States Constitution have been proven to be far too loose in their writing, allowing for loopholes to be found. I will also look into the political system of the United States to argue my point, discussing how the politicisation of the scrutineering processes within the U.S. political system, specifically the Supreme Court and the impeachment process, and how the electoral system disproportionately puts voters in larger states at a disadvantage have all made my perception of the country a far more negative one than that of its inhabitants.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The first aspect into which I will be looking is the Constitution of the United States and how its writing has enabled loopholes to be found. The Bill of Rights and a majority of the subsequent amendments to the United States Constitution were ratified as a means to ensure that those rights perceived as the most integral to American life were not damaged or hindered by the laws of individual states or the federal government. The most famous of these amendments are arguably the 1st, 2nd, and 13th Amendments, providing Americans with freedom of expression, the right to bear arms, and the abolition of slavery, respectively (Rakove 2012). With the Government of the United States professing that the Constitution is the framework within which all laws in the United States are formed, one could be forgiven for believing that no laws or actions of any individual or state violate the terms set out within the Constitution. However, since the Constitution was amended to include these rights and many more, legislators and individuals have been attempting to find ways around them by manipulating the wording of these amendments. To find cases in which these Constitutional breaches have occurred, it is best to look to the Supreme Court of the United States as it is the highest court in the country and is the only one with the power to rule on the constitutionality of an action or a law without question. One could use Brown v. Board of Education as an example of states manipulating the wording of the Constitution in order to enact laws that hinder the personal freedoms of individuals within the Constitution’s jurisdiction. In this case, it was ruled that racial segregation, and all laws that upheld the practice, were inherently unconstitutional as they violated the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment (McDearman, 2008). The ruling in this case demonstrates the fact that laws were put into place in order to discriminate against people of colour within America, despite the 14th Amendment stating that “no state shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States” (Rakove, 2012). The ruling specifically outlawed the ‘separate but equal’ doctrine, whereby institutions and individuals had the right to segregate others on the basis of race on the condition that the separated services were equal in terms of quality which had been in place since segregation was ruled as being constitutional in the case of Plessy v. Ferguson (Groves, 1951). A more recent example of this is Masterpiece Cakeshop v. Colorado Civil Rights Commission, whereby the Supreme Court ruled in favour of the Masterpiece Cakeshop in Lakewood, Colorado, with the ruling stating that the cakeshop was permitted under the First Amendment to refuse service to LGBTQ+ patrons on the grounds of their religious freedoms (Barker, 2019). Both of these cases, along with many more, demonstrate that the Constitution, while used as the overriding source of power and laws in the United States, does not necessarily protect those laws written within itself, regardless of the importance placed upon the Constitution by the government of the United States. With this in mind, I argue that this strengthens my argument that the United States is not the greatest country in the world as the highest source of power in the political system of the country does not prevent anyone within the country from abusing its wording and does not prevent the breaching of its most basic principles.
The second area into which I will delve to explain my position is the politicisation of the scrutineering processes within the US political system. Firstly, I shall look into the Supreme Court, with particular focus on the nomination of Justices and their subsequent behaviours once they have been appointed. The nomination process of the United States Supreme Court is simple: The President nominates someone for the position, and they then go before the Senate for a hearing before the Senate votes on whether that nominee should be appointed. This, however, does not always lead to the candidates being scrutinised sufficiently, and oftentimes, particularly recently, the process has been very much a partisan issue. The two most recent nomination processes or Neil Gorsuch and Brett Kavanaugh were subject to a large amount of publicity for the fact that they were very politically charged, with both results being almost entirely based upon the party lines within the Senate (Carlsen, 2017) (Berman, 2018). This is a starkly different situation to prior nomination processes, such as those of Elena Kagan in 2010, and Sonia Sotomayor in 2009, where the majorities were much larger: Kagan was confirmed with a result of 63-37 (Arce, 2010), and Sotomayor being confirmed with a result of 68-31 (Raju, 2009), while Gorsuch was confirmed with a vote of 54-45 (Carlsen, 2017), and Kavanaugh being confirmed with a vote of 50-48 (Berman, 2018). The fact that the process has become so politicised has damaged the reputation of the judiciary as the highest source of scrutiny in the United States, and has led to an institution that is intended to be impartial executor of the Constitution in the United States becoming entirely partisan, with most decisions being made based on the personal ideologies of the justices appointed. Considering the fact that the Supreme Court is the source of judicial review within the American political system, its politicisation will therefore damage the rights and liberties of millions of American citizens, as it is almost as one could argue that the Supreme Court has simply become a third House of Congress in a way, except this one is unelected. This, in turn, will therefore damage the democratic process within America, which the country holds very dearly. I believe that this also bolsters my belief that America is not the greatest country in the world, as such a title should be bestowed upon a country that provides its citizens with guarantees that their leaders and representatives will not overstep the boundaries that are clearly defined for them in a document as powerful as the United States Constitution.
Another aspect of the political system in the United States that I believe damages the chances of the country being recognised as the greatest in the world is the fact that one of the most important tools for scrutinising Presidents, namely the impeachment and removal processes, are very politically charged in their nature, and this is for a number of reasons. In the impeachment trial of Donald Trump, the House of Representatives voted to impeach the President with the result being almost entirely along party lines on both counts brought forward (Clerk, 2019a) (Clerk, 2019b). However, in the Senate, the votes for Trump’s removal from the Office of President were again along party lines, with the exception of Mitt Romney voting in favour of his removal on the count of abuse of power (Politico, 2020). The politicisation of this process, one of the most effective ways of restraining a President from overexerting their power, has without doubt damaged the image of the process, with many now believing it to be a method used in order to damage the image of a President in an attempt to improve the chances of the incumbent’s opponent in a subsequent election being elected. However, it has been argued that, in the case of Trump, his impeachment may have even improved his chances of being re-elected in 2020 (Mark, 2020). In my opinion, the fact that the most powerful tool in the arsenal of the Legislature of the United States with regards to preventing overexertion of Presidential power has become merely a political plaything to an extent has damaged the image of the entire political system of the United States beyond repair. Furthermore, as the Senate voted in favour of Trump remaining in office, while the House of Representatives voted to impeach the President, the electorate in the United States will now arguably be far less likely to participate in the political process of the United States, meaning that any results of elections or referenda within the country or any of its 50 individual States will not be representative, and any country that does not listen to and value the opinions and beliefs of all of its citizens cannot be considered the greatest in the world until it does so.
The final aspect of America’s political system into which I will delve to explain the reasoning behind my belief is the electoral system. The system is far more complicated than the First Past the Post system used in the United Kingdom, with the Presidential election consisting of nomination processes within each party, and those processes varying between states. I will first be looking at the process of the Presidential primaries and how these do not necessarily lead to representation of the views of the people being represented proportionately. Within both main parties in the U.S. political system, namely the Democratic Party and the Republican Party, candidates for the Presidency must first compete against members of their own party in the primary process. The methods used in each state vary, with some opting for a traditional ballot system, while others use caucusing as a means for selecting their nominees. A caucus, as defined by the Oxford English Dictionary, is “a meeting at which local members of a political party register their preference among candidates running for office or select delegates to attend a convention”. (OED, 2020). Caucuses can, arguably, disproportionately disadvantage people from lower income households, disabled voters, and many others, as those who wish to participate in caucuses must be [present at the caucus location before a certain time, otherwise they will not be allowed to participate. This disadvantages the aforementioned groups and any others for whom flexibility is an issue because the strictness of the caucus entry cut-off point does not account for situations out of the control of the individual, and also does not allow for people working multiple jobs, who often come from economically disadvantaged households, to attend since they are unable to take the time out of their schedule. They also disadvantage parents of young children who cannot afford childcare or do not have relatives nearby who can look after their children, as caucuses can often last many hours. All of these, I would argue, demonstrate a distinct lack of interest from the state parties in hearing the views of those perceived to be lower within society as a result of their socioeconomic position. The House of Representatives is the lower House of Congress and comprises 435 seats and is elected every 2 years (History, 2020). One could argue that this is good for the mandates of those elected to the House since they are very frequently reinforced. However, I would argue that this hinders the ability of any member of the House of Representatives, or the institution itself as a whole, to effectively enact or lobby for change, as members will almost instantly following their election have to begin campaigning for the next election cycle. This means that, especially in closely contested Congressional districts, such as Georgia’s 7th (Crittenden, 2018) and Utah’s 4th (State of Utah, 2018), voters will not have their views represented in the most effective manner possible as their representatives will be far more focused on campaigning and canvassing for their re-election campaigns in order to try and ensure their victories. Finally, the electoral college is the method used for the Presidential elections in the United States, and is intended to ensure that every state’s voice is heard equally, with the 538 electors being distributed based upon the number of Congresspeople each State has. However, this means that states with lower populations, such as Wyoming, have greater representation than those with larger populations, such as California and Texas, and this is as a result of every state being allocated 2 Senators, regardless of population or land area. In my opinion, these aspects of the electoral system and their disproportionate natures mean that America cannot be considered the greatest country in the world as it does not valuer the opinions of each of its citizens equally, and provides more power to certain states which typically align with a particular party.
In conclusion, I believe that it is entirely incorrect to describe America as the greatest country in the world. Any country that puts the opinions, values, and beliefs of any one of its citizens above another cannot be considered as such. Any country that has an election system that inadvertently prevents any section of its population from having their concerns or opinions voiced in the manner intended does not deserve to be called the greatest country on Earth. Finally, any country that deems some of its citizens to be below any other group on the basis of an unchangeable characteristic, while also allowing for some of its lawmakers to subvert the ultimate source of power in the country to discriminate against large groups of citizens, does not deserve that title.
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