==="Democracy" and  "Republic"===

In contemporary usage, the term "democracy" refers to a government chosen by the people, whether it is direct or representative.[http://www.m-w.com/dictionary/democracy] The term "[[republic]]" has many different meanings but today often refers to a representative democracy with an elected [[head of state]], such as a [[President]], serving for a limited term, in contrast to states with a hereditary [[monarch]] as a the head of state, even if these states also are representative democracies with an elected [[head of government]] such as a [[Prime Minister]].[http://www.m-w.com/dictionary/republic]

In historical usages and especially when considering the works of the [[Founding Fathers of the United States]], the word "democracy" refers solely to [[direct democracy]], whilst a [[representative democracy]] where representatives of the people govern in accordance with [[laws]] and usually also a [[constitution]] is referred to as a [[republic]].[http://www.m-w.com/dictionary/republic][http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/v1ch4I.html] Using the term "democracy" to refer solely to direct democracy retains some popularity in United States [[American conservatism|conservative]] and [[Libertarian Party (United States)|libertarian]] circles.

The original framers of the [[United States Constitution]] were notably [[wikt:cognizant|cognizant]] of what they perceived as a danger of majority rule in oppressing freedom and [[liberty]] of the individual. For example, [[James Madison]], in [[Federalist Papers|Federalist Paper No. 10]], advocates a constitutional republic over a democracy to protect the individual from the majority. <ref>James Madison, ([[November 22]], [[1787]]). [http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/The_Federalist_Papers/No._10 "The Same Subject Continued: The Union as a Safeguard Against Domestic Faction and Insurrection"], ''Daily Advertiser''. [[New York]]. Republished by [[Wikisource]].</ref> The framers carefully created the institutions within the Constitution and the [[United States Bill of Rights]].  They kept what they believed were the best elements of majority rule. But they were mitigated by a constitution with protections for individual liberty, a [[separation of powers]], and a layered federal structure.

[[Republicanism]] and [[Liberalism]] have complex relationships to democracy and republic. See these articles for more details.

===Conceptions===

Among political theorists, there are many contending conceptions of democracy.

*Under ''minimalism'', democracy is a system of government in which citizens give teams of political leaders the right to rule in periodic elections. According to this minimalist conception, citizens cannot and should not “rule” because on most issues, most of the time, they have no clear views or their views are not very intelligent. [[Joseph Schumpeter]] articulated this view most famously in his book ''Capitalism, Socialism, and Democracy'' <ref>[[Joseph Schumpeter]], (1950). ''Capitalism, Socialism, and Democracy''. Harper Perennial. ISBN 0-06-133008-6.</ref>. Contemporary proponents of minimalism include [[William H. Riker]], [[Adam Przeworksi]], and [[Richard Posner]].

*The ''aggregative'' conception of democracy holds that government should produce laws and policies that are close to the views of the median voter &mdash; with half to his left and the other half to his right. [[Anthony Downs]] laid out this view in his 1957 book ''An Economic Theory of Democracy''. <ref>[[Anthony Downs]], (1957). ''An Economic Theory of Democracy''. Harpercollins College. ISBN 0-06-041750-1.</ref>

*''[[Deliberative democracy]]'' is based on the notion that democracy is government by discussion. Deliberative democrats contend that laws and policies should be based upon reasons that all citizens can accept. The political arena should be one in which leaders and citizens make arguments, listen, and change their minds.  The modern proponents of this form of government are led by [[Jurgen Habermas]].

*The conceptions above assume a representative democracy. ''[[Direct democracy]]'' holds that citizens should participate directly, not through their representatives, in making laws and policies. Proponents of direct democracy offer varied reasons to support this view. Political activity can be valuable in itself, it socializes and educates citizens, and popular participation can check powerful elites. Most importantly, citizens do not really rule themselves unless they directly decide laws and policies.

*Another conception of democracy is that it means ''political equality'' between all citizens. It is also used to refer to societies in which there exists a certain set of institutions, procedures and patterns which are perceived as leading to equality in political power. First and foremost among these institutions is the regular occurrence of free and open [[elections]] which are used to select representatives who then manage all or most of the public policy of the society. This meaning of the word "democracy" has also been called [[polyarchy]]. This view may see it as a problem that the majority of the voters decide policy, as opposed to majority rule of the entire population. This can be used as an argument for making political participation mandatory, like compulsory voting. It may also see a problem with the wealthy having more influence and therefore argue for reforms like [[campaign finance reform]].<ref>[http://www.amazon.com/gp/sitbv3/reader][http://www.apsanet.org/imgtest/verba.pdf] [[Robert A. Dahl|Dahl, Robert]], (1989). ''Democracy and its Critics.'' New Haven: Yale University Press.</ref>

===20th century===

20th century transitions to liberal democracy have come in successive "waves of democracy", variously resulting from wars, revolutions, [[decolonisation]] and economic circumstances. [[World War I]] and the dissolution of the [[Ottoman empire|Ottoman]] and [[Austria-Hungary|Austro-Hungarian]] empires resulted in the creation of new nation-states in Europe, most of them nominally democratic. In the 1920 democracy flourished, but the [[Great Depression]] brought a disenchantment and most of the countries of Europe, Latin America and Asia turned to strong-man rule or dictatorships. Thus the rise of [[fascism]] and dictatorships in [[Nazi Germany]], Italy, Spain and Portugal, as well as nondemocratic regimes in Poland, the Baltics, the Balkans, Brazil, Cuba, China, and Japan, among others. Together with Stalin's Communism in the [[Soviet Union]], these made the 1930s the "Age of Dictators".

[[World War II]] brought a definitive reversal of this trend in western Europe. The successful democratisation of the [[Allied Control Council|occupied Germany]] and the [[occupied Japan]] served as a model for the later theory of [[regime change]]. However, most of [[Eastern Europe]] was forced into the non-democratic [[Soviet bloc]]. The war was followed by [[decolonisation]], and again most of the new independent states had nominally democratic constitutions. [[India]] proved that a very large, poor, heterogeneous nation could have genuine democracy.

In the decades following World War II, most western democratic nations had a predominantly [[free-market economy]] and developed a [[welfare state]], reflecting a general consensus among their electorates and political parties. In the 1950s and 1960s, economic growth was high in both the western and [[communism|Communist]] countries; it later declined in the state-controlled economies. By 1960, the vast majority of nation-states were nominally democracies, although the majority of the world's populations lived in nations that experienced sham elections, and other forms of subterfuge (particularly in Communist nations and the former colonies.)
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A subsequent wave of [[democratisation]] brought substantial gains toward true liberal democracy for many nations. Several of the military dictatorships in [[South America]] became democratic in the late 1970s and early 1980s. This was followed by nations in [[East Asia|East]] and [[South Asia]] by the mid- to late 1980s. Economic malaise in the 1980s, along with resentment of communist oppression, contributed to the [[History of the Soviet Union (1985-1991)|collapse of the Soviet Union]], the associated end of the [[Cold War]], and the democratisation and [[liberalisation]] of the former [[Eastern bloc]] countries. The most successful of the new democracies were those geographically and culturally closest to western Europe, and they are now members or candidate members of the [[European Union]]. The democratic trend spread to some nations in [[Africa]] in the 1990s, most prominently in [[South Africa]]. Some recent examples include the [[Indonesian Revolution of 1998]], the [[5th October Overthrow|Bulldozer Revolution]] in [[Yugoslavia]], the [[Rose Revolution]] in [[Georgia (country)|Georgia]], the [[Orange Revolution]] in [[Ukraine]], the [[Cedar Revolution]] in [[Lebanon]], and the [[Tulip Revolution]] in [[Kyrgyzstan]].

The number of liberal democracies currently stands at an all-time high and has been growing without interruption for some time. As such, it has been speculated that this trend may continue in the future to the point where liberal democratic nation-states become the universal standard form of human [[society]]. This prediction forms the core of [[Francis Fukayama]]'s "[[The End of History and the Last Man|End of History]]" theory.

===Constitutional monarchs and upper chambers===

Initially after the American and French revolutions the question was open whether a democracy, in order to restrain unchecked majority rule, should have an elitist [[upper chamber]], the members perhaps appointed meritorious experts or having lifetime tenures, or should have a [[constitutional monarch]] with limited but real powers. Some countries (as Britain, the Netherlands, Belgium, Scandinavia and Japan) turned powerful monarchs into constitutional monarchs with limited or, often gradually, merely symbolic roles.  Often the monarchy was abolished along with the aristocratic system (as in the U.S., France, China, Russia, Germany, Austia, Hungary, Italy, Greece and Egypt). In Australia, the monarchy is seen as hollow shell. However, there is no consensus on how to replace it. Most voters want a powerful president (as in the U.S., France, and Russia), while most politicians want to keep the parliamentary system and have only a weak president (as in Italy and Germany).  For details see [[Republicanism in Australia]]  Many nations had elite upper houses of legislatures which often had lifetime tenure, but eventually these senates lost power (as in Britain) or else became elective and remained powerful (as in the United States).

