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Chapter 1 : A Politics of the Scene : Paul A. Kottman :
"A Politics of the Scene is a closely argued but beautifully written book about the centrality of drama for the discourse of
political philosophy. The claims of the latter, Kottman argues convincingly, have their origins in the metaphor of the
stage, even while they seek to deny its significance.

In practice, the courts have given complete discretion to the government in imposing such restrictions. Part
XII of the constitution allows the Parliament of Singapore to enact legislation designed to stop or prevent
subversion. Such legislation is valid even if it is inconsistent with Part IV of the constitution. Afterwards, he
was placed under conditions of house arrest for another nine years. Judicial system of Singapore Elections and
political parties[ edit ] For other political parties, see List of political parties in Singapore. An overview on
elections and election results is included in Elections in Singapore. Voting has been compulsory in Singapore
since [46] and there is universal suffrage. The legal voting age is The Elections Department of Singapore is
responsible for the planning, preparation and conduct of presidential and parliamentary elections and of any
national referendum in Singapore. Paper ballots are still used in Singapore. However, there is a concern that
voting secrecy might be compromised [47] as ballot papers have serial numbers on them. As stated in the
Elections Department website: After the count, all ballot papers and their counterfoils have to be sealed in the
Supreme Court vault for six months, after which all the ballot papers and other election documents are
destroyed. During those six months, these documents can only be retrieved by court order. The court will issue
such an order only if it is satisfied that a vote has been fraudulently cast and the result of the election may be
affected as a result. Our courts have issued no such order since elections have been held here since Since
stepping down as prime minister, Lee remained influential as Senior Minister and Minister Mentor. PAP has
held the overwhelming majority of seats in parliament since , when the opposition Barisan Sosialis Party
resigned from parliament and left the PAP as the sole representative party. PAP won all of the seats in an
expanding parliament in the general elections of , , and Singapore general election, marked the first time since
the PAP did not return to power on nomination day, with the opposition parties fielding candidates in over half
of the constituencies. Overall PAP saw its share of the vote fall to The opposition parties attribute the
disproportionate results to the nature of the GRC system. Women in Singapore politics Women traditionally
played a significantly smaller role than their male counterparts in Singapore. Nonetheless, in recent years,
there is an increasing level of female participation in the Singapore political arena. Shirt colours[ edit ] The
candidates and supporters of the various political parties tend to wear the following shirt colours while making
their rounds in various wards or campaigning.
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Chapter 2 : A Politics of the Scene by Paul Kottman
A Politics of the Scene builds espec A Politics of the Scene builds especially on the reflections of Hannah Arendt and
offers a speculative approach to politics that abandons taxonomical and scientific ambitions in order to finally reckon
with the world as a stage.

However, over the last two years migrant deaths at the borders have gained more and more attention in the
media and EU political debate after two deadly shipwrecks near the island of Lampedusa on 3 and 11 October
, causing the deaths of The number of deaths is, however, difficult to ascertain: The differences in statistics
are very often the result of the choice whether to count missing persons; that is, those migrants who
supposedly died but whose corpses have not been found. The Deaths at the Borders Database, for example,
produced by an academic research team based at the University of Amsterdam, counts exclusively migrant
deaths recorded by states in civil registries. Our sea October represents an important shift in the governmental
approach to migrants at sea: From the border spectacle of the migrant invasion, media attention shifted to the
humanitarian tasks performed by military actors in charge of saving migrant lives. At the time of writing, May
, the political context has changed again: Such a crisis, which is actualized dramatically in the increase of
border deaths in the Mediterranean region, is also the result of a European space that is closed off for the
majority of the people who seek asylum and who can enter it only illegally. If the logic of counting and
mapping has been the main response in terms of knowledge production, NGO campaigns and policy-relevant
research, European states have instead reacted to the too visible and unbearable effects of their migration
policies â€” namely, the high number of border deaths in the Mediterranean â€” by putting into place
humanitarian-military operations for rescuing migrants in distress at sea. The political debate that has arisen
around the military-humanitarian operation Mare Nostrum had been focused on the rescue politics enacted by
military actors â€” the navy, with the support of the coastguards â€” in charge of humanitarian tasks, namely
of rescuing migrants at sea: In the frame of rescue politics, people escaping wars become lives to rescue,
shipwrecked persons. Thus, rescue politics designates the technical deployment of military vessels and
monitoring tools for saving migrants at sea, and at the same time it indicates the implicit and unquestioned
consideration of migrants as shipwrecked lives. To put it differently, people seeking asylum in Europe are
people who in order to be safe have to put their lives at risk at sea and be rescued by military ferries. The
exclusive focus on the modalities of rescue has overshadowed the peculiar politics of life that underpins
military-humanitarian operations: The mechanisms of capture and containment of unauthorized movements
act simultaneously through border restrictions that cause border deaths and through the humanitarian
channelling system. This means that humanitarian measures hold a specific political technology over migrant
lives by rescuing, sorting and channelling migrants, [7] one in which people escaping wars can seek asylum
only by first becoming shipwrecked persons to rescue. Humanitarian and security measures are thus two
intertwined political technologies of migration governmentality. Caught in-between these apparently opposite
poles â€” the security approach and the humanitarian one â€” even migration activist groups and researchers
took the stand of the humanitarian solution to border deaths. Then, in a second stage, it worked in
collaboration with the Italian navy, assisting them during rescue operations and detecting migrants in distress
at sea. A private rescue operation was also started by a German entrepreneur who has recently put into place
Sea Watch, [9] a rescue boat patrolling between Maltese and Tunisian waters. A phone call is received by J.
Three Eritreans who left the camp in September , went back to Libya and took a boat to Italy died, along with
other migrants, in the big shipwreck near Lampedusa on 3 October Three months later, in March , J. For
Italian authorities that shipwreck simply never happened. Reflecting upon border deaths, the first image that
comes to mind for many of us is a list of numbers: Counting border deaths is a mapping practice in which
numbers proliferate while remaining approximate. In order to remain invisible and undetected, many migrants
become untraceable even when they die during their journey. While for relatives and friends they are missing
persons, for European authorities they are simply uncounted presences and unrecorded deaths. Indeed, most of
the time the details of a deadly shipwreck can be retraced only by collecting information and testimonies from
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the survivals and reconstructing the event step by step, for instance by using radar and satellite images. In this
regard, border deaths are the unavoidable outcome â€” and not the unintended or the side effect â€” of the visa
regime that instantiates asymmetries in the functioning and effects of borders. If border deaths are accounted
for through a logic of counting, something remains undetectable from the political perspective of the northern
shore of the Mediterranean. Moving beyond the logic of counting means refusing to look at border deaths
from the standpoint of this governmental gaze â€” migration agencies or states â€” and taking into account
what border deaths are for the friends and the relatives of the missing migrants. This means engaging in a
decolonial move that challenges the logic of recognition that sustains political campaigns and research projects
aiming to count and identify dead migrants. By moving from the northern to the southern shore of the
Mediterranean we realize that these uncounted deaths not only have a name but are fully known by their
friends and relatives. Rather than producing a more exact border deaths population database, it is a question of
bringing into visibility the reality of what the visa regime and the European mechanisms of border control
generate: The logic of identification â€” giving a name to corpses found at sea â€” risks, paradoxically,
reproducing the hierarchy that assumes dead migrants are people who, in order to exist, have to be recognized,
counted and named from the northern shore of the Mediterranean. A politics that accounts for border deaths
without reproducing this space of governmentality attends to what exists beyond counting and identification:
The daily alternation between death tolls and the bulletins of rescued migrants that we have been witnessing
since the start of the Mare Nostrum and Triton operations fashions us as spectators: The friends of J. By
challenging the costs-and-benefits perspective on border control, I am arguing that borders function in
heterogeneous ways; far from acting only as barriers, killing migrants by giving them no other choice for
moving than by risking death in the act of border crossing, they also filter and decelerate movements.
Migrants who die attempting to cross the frontier zone of the Mediterranean are not the involuntary targets of
border restrictions. In this way, freedom â€” the freedom to move and to find a safe space for living â€” is
unthinkable in the narrative of rescue politics. Therefore, instead of demanding a stronger and more
humanitarian European rescue system, reducing migrants to shipwrecked persons, we should move beyond the
scene of rescue, looking at what happens to people seeking asylum before and after being rescued by
military-humanitarian actors. In fact, the ongoing construction of pre-frontiers and of humanitarian spaces of
containment that the EU is engaging in, negotiating bilateral agreements and the externalization of asylum
with neighbourhood countries, [16] highlights the attempts by EU states to not let people leave.
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Toward a politics of the scene --Toward a politics of the scene --Memory, mimesis, tragedy: the scene before philosophy
--Speaking as one witness to another: Hamlet and the "cunning of the scene" --A scene of speaking: convocation and
the suspension of tragedy in Romeo and Juliet --Epilogue: The world stage.

State governments of the United States States governments have the power to make laws that are not granted
to the federal government or denied to the states in the U. Constitution for all citizens. These include education
, family law , contract law , and most crimes. Unlike the federal government, which only has those powers
granted to it in the Constitution, a state government has inherent powers allowing it to act unless limited by a
provision of the state or national constitution. Like the federal government, state governments have three
branches: The chief executive of a state is its popularly elected governor , who typically holds office for a
four-year term although in some states the term is two years. Except for Nebraska , which has unicameral
legislature , all states have a bicameral legislature, with the upper house usually called the Senate and the
lower house called the House of Representatives , the House of Delegates , Assembly or something similar. In
most states, senators serve four-year terms, and members of the lower house serve two-year terms. The
constitutions of the various states differ in some details but generally follow a pattern similar to that of the
federal Constitution, including a statement of the rights of the people and a plan for organizing the
government. However, state constitutions are generally more detailed. Urban politics in the United States The
United States has 89, local governments, including 3, counties, 19, municipalities, 16, townships, 13, school
districts, and 37, other special districts that deal with issues like fire protection. Typically local elections are
nonpartisanâ€”local activists suspend their party affiliations when campaigning and governing. City
governments are chartered by states, and their charters detail the objectives and powers of the municipal
government. The United States Constitution only provides for states and territories as subdivisions of the
country, and the Supreme Court has accordingly confirmed the supremacy of state sovereignty over
municipalities. For most big cities, cooperation with both state and federal organizations is essential to
meeting the needs of their residents. Types of city governments vary widely across the nation. Cities in the
West and South usually have nonpartisan local politics. There are three general types of city government:
These are the pure forms; many cities have developed a combination of two or three of them. Mayor-council[
edit ] This is the oldest form of city government in the United States and, until the beginning of the 20th
century, was used by nearly all American cities. Its structure is like that of the state and national governments,
with an elected mayor as chief of the executive branch and an elected council that represents the various
neighborhoods forming the legislative branch. The mayor appoints heads of city departments and other
officials, sometimes with the approval of the council. The council passes city ordinances, sets the tax rate on
property, and apportions money among the various city departments. As cities have grown, council seats have
usually come to represent more than a single neighborhood. Commission[ edit ] This combines both the
legislative and executive functions in one group of officials, usually three or more in number, elected citywide.
Each commissioner supervises the work of one or more city departments. Commissioners also set policies and
rules by which the city is operated. One is named chairperson of the body and is often called the mayor,
although his or her power is equivalent to that of the other commissioners. The answer has been to entrust
most of the executive powers, including law enforcement and provision of services, to a highly trained and
experienced professional city manager. The city manager plan has been adopted by a large number of cities.
Under this plan, a small, elected council makes the city ordinances and sets policy, but hires a paid
administrator, also called a city manager, to carry out its decisions. The manager draws up the city budget and
supervises most of the departments. Usually, there is no set term; the manager serves as long as the council is
satisfied with his or her work. County government[ edit ] The county is a subdivision of the state, sometimes
but not always containing two or more townships and several villages. New York City is so large that it is
divided into five separate boroughs, each a county in its own right. In other cities, both the city and county
governments have merged, creating a consolidated cityâ€”county government. In small counties, boards are
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chosen by the county; in the larger ones, supervisors represent separate districts or townships. The board
collects taxes for state and local governments; borrows and appropriates money; fixes the salaries of county
employees; supervises elections; builds and maintains highways and bridges; and administers national, state,
and county welfare programs. In very small counties, the executive and legislative power may lie entirely with
a sole commissioner , who is assisted by boards to supervise taxes and elections. In some New England states,
counties do not have any governmental function and are simply a division of land. Municipal government[ edit
] Thousands of municipal jurisdictions are too small to qualify as city governments. These are chartered as
towns and villages and deal with local needs such as paving and lighting the streets, ensuring a water supply,
providing police and fire protection, and waste management. In many states of the US, the term town does not
have any specific meaning; it is simply an informal term applied to populated places both incorporated and
unincorporated municipalities. Moreover, in some states, the term town is equivalent to how civil townships
are used in other states. The government is usually entrusted to an elected board or council, which may be
known by a variety of names: The board may have a chairperson or president who functions as chief executive
officer, or there may be an elected mayor. Governmental employees may include a clerk, treasurer, police and
fire officers, and health and welfare officers. One unique aspect of local government, found mostly in the New
England region of the United States, is the town meeting. Once a year, sometimes more often if needed, the
registered voters of the town meet in open session to elect officers, debate local issues, and pass laws for
operating the government. As a body, they decide on road construction and repair, construction of public
buildings and facilities, tax rates, and the town budget. The town meeting, which has existed for more than
three centuries in some places, is often cited as the purest form of direct democracy , in which the
governmental power is not delegated, but is exercised directly and regularly by all the people. Campaign
finance in the United States Successful participation, especially in federal elections, requires large amounts of
money, especially for television advertising. Both parties generally depend on wealthy donors and
organizationsâ€”traditionally the Democrats depended on donations from organized labor while the
Republicans relied on business donations. Even when laws are upheld, the complication of compliance with
the First Amendment requires careful and cautious drafting of legislation, leading to laws that are still fairly
limited in scope, especially in comparison to those of other countries such as the United Kingdom , France or
Canada. Fundraising plays a large role in getting a candidate elected to public office. Without money, a
candidate may have little chance of achieving their goal. Attempts to limit the influence of money on
American political campaigns dates back to the s. Recently, Congress passed legislation requiring candidates
to disclose sources of campaign contributions, how the campaign money is spent, and regulated use of "soft
money" contributions. In Federalist Papers No. In addition, the first President of the United States , George
Washington , was not a member of any political party at the time of his election or during his tenure as
president. Washington hoped that political parties would not be formed, fearing conflict and stagnation.
Hamilton and Madison ended up being the core leaders in this emerging party system. In modern times, in
partisan elections, candidates are nominated by a political party or seek public office as an independent. Each
state has significant discretion in deciding how candidates are nominated, and thus eligible to appear on the
election ballot. Typically, major party candidates are formally chosen in a party primary or convention,
whereas minor party and Independents are required to complete a petitioning process. Political parties in the
United States The modern political party system in the United States is a two-party system dominated by the
Democratic Party and the Republican Party. These two parties have won every United States presidential
election since and have controlled the United States Congress since The Democratic Party generally positions
itself as left-of-center in American politics and supports a modern American liberal platform, while the
Republican Party generally positions itself as right-wing and supports a modern American conservative
platform. Third parties and independent voters have achieved relatively minor representation from time to time
at local levels. The Libertarian Party is the largest third party in the country, claiming more than , registered
voters in ; [29] it generally positions itself as centrist or radical centrist and supports a classical liberal
position. Other contemporary third parties include the left-wing Green Party , supporting Green politics , and
the right-wing Constitution Party , supporting paleoconservatism. Elections in the United States Unlike in
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some parliamentary systems , Americans vote for a specific candidate instead of directly selecting a particular
political party. With a federal government, officials are elected at the federal national , state and local levels.
On a national level, the President , is elected indirectly by the people, through an Electoral College. In modern
times, the electors virtually always vote with the popular vote of their state. All members of Congress , and the
offices at the state and local levels are directly elected. Various federal and state laws regulate elections. The
United States Constitution defines to a basic extent how federal elections are held, in Article One and Article
Two and various amendments. Organization of American political parties[ edit ] See also: Political party
strength in U. The two major parties, in particular, have no formal organization at the national level that
controls membership, activities, or policy positions, though some state affiliates do. In the United States, one
can often become a "member" of a party, merely by stating that fact. A person may choose to attend meetings
of one local party committee one day and another party committee the next day. The sole factor that brings
one "closer to the action" is the quantity and quality of participation in party activities and the ability to
persuade others in attendance to give one responsibility. Party identification becomes somewhat formalized
when a person runs for partisan office. A party committee may choose to endorse one or another of those who
is seeking the nomination, but in the end the choice is up to those who choose to vote in the primary, and it is
often difficult to tell who is going to do the voting. The result is that American political parties have weak
central organizations and little central ideology, except by consensus. Once in office, an elected official may
change parties simply by declaring such intent. At the federal level, each of the two major parties has a
national committee See, Democratic National Committee , Republican National Committee that acts as the
hub for much fund-raising and campaign activities, particularly in presidential campaigns. The exact
composition of these committees is different for each party, but they are made up primarily of representatives
from state parties and affiliated organizations, and others important to the party. However, the national
committees do not have the power to direct the activities of members of the party. Both parties also have
separate campaign committees which work to elect candidates at a specific level. The most significant of these
are the Hill committees , which work to elect candidates to each house of Congress. State parties exist in all
fifty states, though their structures differ according to state law, as well as party rules at both the national and
the state level. Despite these weak organizations, elections are still usually portrayed as national races between
the political parties. By the s, however, most joined one of the two new parties, and by the s parties had
become accepted as central to the democracy. Men who held opposing views strengthened their cause by
identifying and organizing men of like mind. The followers of Alexander Hamilton , were called " Federalists
"; they favored a strong central government that would support the interests of national defense, commerce
and industry. The followers of Thomas Jefferson , the Jeffersonians took up the name " Republicans "; they
preferred a decentralized agrarian republic in which the federal government had limited power.
Chapter 4 : The moments that defined the Christine Blasey Ford-Brett Kavanaugh hearing - CNNPolitics
A collection of articles about The Political Scene from The New Yorker, including news, in-depth reporting, commentary,
and analysis.

Chapter 5 : The Politics of: Free Speech
A Politics of the Scene examines how scenes are a "fundamental category for thinking about political life"(4) and
suggests that drama, as "a limitless collection of singular scenes of interaction", might provide an essential resource to
redefine politics-a definition, Paul A. Kottman insists, that is categorically not universal ().

Chapter 6 : Kavanaugh vote: Trump orders FBI probe; Senate vote delayed - CNNPolitics
The "politics of the scene" proposed by Kottman is defined as a field of human interaction set off at a particular time and
place by the speech and/or action of a particular person or group, which.
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Chapter 7 : The theme of Politics and Morality in Julius Caesar from LitCharts | The creators of SparkNotes
The "politics of the scene" proposed by Kottman is defined as a field of human interaction set off at a particular time and
place by the speech and/or action of a particular person or group, which results in a new or altered relationship among
those on the scene.

Chapter 8 : A Politics of the Scene | Paul A. Kottman
Amid the added pressures of shooting in the nude, lawyers for actors are demanding more specific, ironclad protections
in "nudity riders," including the ability to sue for leaked footage: "The.

Chapter 9 : Political scene Synonyms, Political scene Antonyms | calendrierdelascience.com
Hobbes; or, Politics Without a Scene 4. The Image of the Leviathan: Figural Unity at the Limits of Representation Part II:
Toward a Politics of the Scene 5. Toward a Politics of the Scene 6.
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