
Gov er nance By Greg ory R. Cop ley, Ed i tor1

Republic Versus Crown:
Competition or Convergence?
u A debate is emerging, for the first time in more than a century, over forms of

governance. Is it a choice between “republic” and “monarchy”? Or something more? 

u Are “crowned republics” an answer? More importantly, is “globalism” at war with
both monarchism and republicanism because it is at war with the concept of the
sovereign nation-state?

W       “”? What is most du ra ble?
What is most eq ui ta ble? What pro duces the best eco nomic re -
sults? These ques tions are usu ally posed — and the an swers
are usu ally im posed — as though a uni ver sally ap pli ca ble

model could be found by some di vine in spi ra tion; as though all peo -
ples and all sit u a tions are the same.

So: is a form of re pub li can ism
more ef fec tive than a form of mon ar -
chy? Are re pub lics and mon ar chies
more sim i lar than dis sim i lar? And
are they both now as sailed by the
“anti-na tion al ism” of glob al ism?

Has the con ver gence of re pub li -
can ism and mon ar chism al ready oc -
curred, and are we al ready wit ness to
the phe nom e non of what could be
called “crowned re pub lics”? And
what are the ad van tages which this
phe nom e non dem on strates for po lit -
i cal sta bil ity in, for ex am ple, many
Com mon wealth states?

How deeply have we stud ied the
uni ver sal char ac ter is tics which de fine 
a “re pub lic”, or a “mon ar chy”? 

Each co mes in an in fi nite va ri ety of 
forms. Where does “de moc racy” fit
with ei ther form? And is de moc racy a 
form of gov er nance, or merely a pro -
cess of gov er nance. 

Can true de moc racy merely be just
a struc tured meth od ol ogy, such as an 
elec toral regimen? Or is it merely a
char ac ter is tic of the way in which so -
ci et ies and their lead ers in stinc tively
be have? And do the mech a nisms or

man i fes ta tions of de moc racy — laws, 
elec tions, and guar an tees — fail au -
to mat i cally when the un der ly ing in -
stincts to ward an eq ui ta ble man age -
ment of so ci ety are re placed by the
am bi tion of a few, and the sense of
en ti tle ment of a minority? 

What, then, is “de moc racy”?
We will dis cus s the at trib utes of re -

pub lics, mon ar chies, and “crowned
re pub lics” later in this re port.

With so many vari ables, it is hardly 
pos si ble to dif fer en ti ate which form
of gov er nance is most de sir able un til
each form has been com pletely un -
der stood within the geo-so cial
framework in which it is to func tion.

His tory shows that the form of
gov er nance which works best and
most du ra bly is the form which
springs di rectly from the roots of the
so ci ety which cre ates and evolves it
for its own pur pose. 

Each so ci ety is unique. 
The ge og ra phy and cli mate which

de ter mine the logic of sur vival and
pros per ity in a so ci ety de ter mine its
cul ture and mores, and its mode of
cre at ing, sus tain ing, and re spect ing

hi er ar chies, im bu ing them with the
pres tige which gives them authority.

So ci et ies, then, cre ate forms of gov -
er nance in their own im age.

And it is only when ei ther the so ci -
ety changes its ba sic char ac ter is tics,
or the gov ern ment which the so ci ety
cre ated changes its re la tion ship with
its pop u la tion base that the form of
gov er nance even tu ally col lapses or
re quires trans for ma tion.

The French Rev o lu tion which
over threw an ex ist ing form of gov er -
nance — the ab so lut ist form of mon -
ar chy un der King Louis XVI — be -
gan in 1789 be cause the gov ern ment
came to no lon ger re flect the logic
and in ter ests of the so cial base which
it gov erned. It col lapsed de spite stre-
nuous governmental at tempts to
force its so ci ety into com pli ance. 

The Gov ern ment of the Un ion of
So viet So cial ist Re pub lics (USSR), on 
the other hand, col lapsed in 1990 be -
cause it was never fully able to im pose 
its writ on the Rus sian peo ple, de spite 
seven de cades since 1917 of at -
tempted en force ment of its form of
gov er nance on them.

In es sence, the French mon ar chy
be gan or gan i cally and evolved — cal -
ci fied — into au thor i tar i an ism. The
So viet Gov ern ment be gan as au thor i -
tar ian and then at tempted, but failed, 
to be come or ganic. King Louis XVI
was over thrown by rev o lu tion; Tsar
Nicholas II in Rus sia was over thrown 
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by putsch, not by rev o lu tion. And the
stra te gic con text of World War I con -
trib uted to the con text in which the
Tsar ist Gov ern ment, al ready un able
to stay ahead of the lib er al ism which
it had un leashed, con trib uted to the
in abil ity of Nich o las to re spond.

Thus the So viet take over of Rus sia
and its Em pire was not by “rev o lu -
tion”, which would have im plied a
so ci etal re jec tion of the lead er ship; a
whole-of-so ci ety re jec tion. Power
was seized by a group which lacked
the sup port of a na tional con sen sus.2 

It was for this rea son, in Rus sia
post-1917, that the Red (glob al ist)
move ment took so long to forc ibly
over come the White (na tion al ist)
move ment, and why the So viet
model was never or ganic to the Rus -
sian peo ple (and those of the for mer
Rus sian Em pire). 

The col lapse of all gov ern ments
and forms of gov er nance co mes down 
to that re al ity: it oc curs when so ci ety
and the gov ern ment di verge. [In as -
sum ing that they have di verged there
is the as sump tion that they were ever
“as one”, which, in the case of im -
posed gov ern men tal forms, they
never were.] As the great stra te gic
phi los o pher, Dr Stefan Possony
(1915-1995), would say of elec toral
sys tems: “Gov ern ments are rarely
voted into of fice; mostly they are
voted out of of fice.”

Defining Structures

G
, at least since the
Treaty of Westphalia be gan to 
de fine the mod ern na tion-
state in 1648, in volves an ac -

knowl edged ac cord be tween the
gov erned and the gov er nors. 

Hi er ar chies, whether evolved or
con sciously con structed, have, since
the birth of hu man so ci ety, given
form to what is ar gu ably a nat u ral
urge to ward “de moc racy” — the
agree ment be tween in di vid u als over
the al lo ca tion of re spon si bil i ties
within so ci ety — in some form or
other. Westphalia ar tic u lated, cod i -
fied, and le git i mized the hi er ar chies
and rôles of all cit i zens as well as their
re la tion ship with their geo graphy.

And yet the evo lu tion of pro fes -

sional po lit i cal classes through the
20th Cen tury and into the 21st has
meant, in creas ingly, that the “ac -
cord” has be come an il lu sion. 

Just as tra di tional lead er ships
(mon ar chies and ar is toc ra cies) over
time — as his tory has dem on strated
— may be come rigid, brit tle, and de -
fen sive of their in creas ingly en -
trenched po si tions, so do re pub li can
hi er ar chi cal lead ers (presi- dents,
elected of fi cials, bu reau crats) also
even tu ally be come rigid, brit tle, and
de fen sive of their in creas ingly en -
trenched po si tions. 

If we saw the im pact of life-cy cle
age ing on mon ar chies oc cur in the
19th and early 20th cen tu ries, we see
it ap ply to re pub li can and quasi-re -
pub li can hi er ar chies in the late 20th
and early 21st cen tu ries.

I noted in the study, UnCiviliz-
ation: Ur ban Geo pol i tics in a Time of
Chaos, in 2012, that civ i li za tions as
or ganic forms have fairly pre dict able
phases in their life span.3 They are
born out of an amal gam of cul tures;
they grow, ma ture, be come scle rotic,
and die. Gov ern men tal struc tures,
too, are or ganic life forms and go
through the same pro cess. To avoid
death, they must re ju ve nate, and re -
in vent them selves.

Those mon ar chies and other tra di -
tional lead er ships which sus tained
their pop u lar ity and ef fec tive ness
into the 20th and 21st cen tu ries did
so, and sur vived, be cause they had
be come more flex i ble and “dem o -
crat i cally re spon sive” to their so ci et -
ies. Most of them be gan to hew to the
usu ally un writ ten “dem o cratic con -
tract” of mu tual un der stand ing be -
tween gov erned and gov er nor. 

They instilled a sense of iden tity in
all el e ments of so ci ety, rather than to
re tain that sense of iden tity se cu rity
only to the lead er ship.

Some tra di tional gov er nance
structures, mostly at the sub-na tional 
level (but some at a na tional level),
sim ply went into abey ance; into cold
stor age. There they of ten mold ered,
but did not die. Some were kept alive
be cause they did not threaten struc -
tures which eclipsed them in terms of 
po lit i cal power. Thus, the lead er ships 
of in dig e nous peo ples in the Amer i -

cas. Af rica, and the Asia-Pacific, for
ex am ple, sur vived and re tained the
hi er ar chies and iden ti ties of their
peo ples even in a chang ing context.

But in terms of na tional gov er -
nance in mod ern so ci et ies, the trust
and bond be tween elected of fice -
hold ers and many so ci et ies eroded in
the late 20th and early 21st cen tu ries.
In many cases, the old contract
moved away from the prac ti cal and
re spected, agreed al lo ca tion of re -
spon si bil i ties, which said, es sen tially:
“I will give you my vote; you will pro -
tect my life and na tion.”

The sit u a tion moved to the po si -
tion in which po lit i cal and bu reau -
cratic of fi cials, hav ing at tained
power, would not will ingly re lin -
quish it, re gard less of pub lic sen ti -
ment.

Thus the dem o cratic bar gain be-
came a con fec tion, an ar ti fi ci al ity; an
ar ti fice, re ally. It had worked well un -
til the pro fes sional po lit i cal class
ceased to be seen as rep re sen ta tive of
the whole of so ci ety. It worked un til
the pro fes sional po lit i cal and bu reau -
cratic classes be came sep a rated from
their com pre hen sive so ci etal roots,
and un til they be came seen as rep re -
sen ta tive only of themselves, sep a -
rated from the main stream of so ci ety.

It worked un til some one from the
crowd said: “The King has no
clothes.” In other words, un til a pro -
fes sional po lit i cal class broke the con -
cept of the na tion-state as it was cod i -
fied by the Treaty of Westphalia.

The break down of the im plicit so -
cial con tract is not a new phe nom e -
non. It has oc curred cy cli cally
through his tory.4 

This time, how ever, and pos si bly
for the first time in re cent his tory,
there emerged a con scious re jec tion of 
the Westphalian model — and the
ear lier im plicit, geopolitically-based
hi er ar chi cal mod els — be cause the
Westphalian model is ex pressly built
around the true sov er eignty and pri -
macy of the na tion-state; around na -
tion al ism. 

Glob al ists — the ur ban so ci et ies — 
be lieve that the na tion-state is fi nally
headed for de mise and that city-
states will rise. This is a ten dency
which arises af ter pro tracted pe ri ods
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of peace and ris ing ur ban wealth. It is
sig nif i cant that the ris ing be lief that
the “re turn of the city state” as a
driver of glob al iza tion is ex pressed
only in cit ies, which is why cit ies
(such as Lon don, New York, Wash -
ing ton, and Rome) were blindsided
by na tion al ist move ments around
2016.

A com pre hen sive re port by Jamie
Bart lett, di rec tor of the Cen ter for the 
Anal y sis of So cial Me dia at the Lon -
don-based De mos group, ap peared
in early Sep tem ber 2017, en ti tled
“Re turn of the City-State”, and
sub-ti tled “Na tion-states came late to 
his tory, and there’s plenty of ev i -
dence to sug gest they won’t make it
to the end of the cen tury”, pub lished
on the Aeon.co website. What was
sig nif i cant about this re port, and all
the works writ ten in the same vein, is
that they make the as sump tion that
eco nomic and tech no log i cal growth
will con tinue in a lin ear line from the
re cent past, and that elec tric ity will be 
avail able con stantly to per pet u ate the 
un fet tered power of the city-state. 

Thus the glob al ists — who mis tak -
enly be lieve that glob al iza tion was a
prod uct of the cit ies when it was a
prod uct, in fact, of trad ing na tion-
states — feel that the weight of his -
tory is on their side; that mon archs
and pres i dents alike will suc cumb to
the hor i zon tal pop u lism of the ur ban
och loc racy. They were taken aback at
what was felt to be an in con ceiv able
and il log i cal whip lash by na tion al ists
to at tempt to re verse the will of the
cit ies with the 2016 votes (in par tic u -
lar) in the UK and US. 

Ur ban glob al ists see noth ing but
the march of his tory when they fight
to over turn the ex pressed will of the
elec tor ates of the United King dom
and United States, even at the cost of
the na tion-state and sov er eignty. For
the ur ban glob al ist, the na tion-state
is an anachronism, and sov er eignty is 
merely a leg acy of Westphalianism. 

So per haps we dis tract our selves by 
at tempt ing to force our in ter pre ta -
tions of gov ern men tal forms into ei -
ther the “re pub li can” or “mo nar chi -
cal” cat e go ries. First we should look
at some thing more fun da men tal:
how will so ci et ies re act to the threat

against the na tion-state con cept it -
self, whether re pub li can or mo nar -
chi cal?

The re al ity is that the form of gov -
er nance which works is the one
which is part of the sense of iden tity
of the so ci ety which cre ated it. Ur ban
utopianist think ing fun da men tally
re jects both re pub li can and mo nar -
chi cal gov er nance forms, be cause
both rep re sent the na tion-state. The
city-state men tal ity is that it can cre -
ate a form of gov er nance which
springs solely from the city, with out,
some how, be ing vul ner a ble to the re -
al ity that their ex is tence is sub ject to
the good will of those who pro vide
food and re sources and con trol their
lo gis ti cal lines.

City-states his tor i cally sur vive
only as long as a more com pre hen -
sively-based power does not chal -
lenge them. “More com pre hen sive-
ly-based” means a power which con -
trols suf fi cient ge og ra phy to com -
mand its own food and other re -
sources, giv ing it the abil ity to deny
those as sets to the city-state.

So his tory usually re verts strategic
shapes to the bal anced geopolitical
en ti ties, whether they are tribes, or
clans, or na tion-states. Multi-com -
mu nal nation-states be came op ti mal
be cause they could usu ally pro vide
greater flex i bil ity and depth than, say, 
clan-based so ci et ies.

History has dem on strated that all
du ra ble gov er nance is based on
“iden tity pol i tics”; iden tity con -
structed over great time and in con -
cert with its geography. If gov er nance 
is not part of the iden tity of the peo -
ple which it serves, then it is alien to
them. In deed, what pre serves a sense
of iden tity, pur pose, and duty has al -
ways been an in trin sic bond with the
na tional saga of the na tion. It is fair to 
say that most suc cess ful and co he sive
so ci et ies have had an over arch ing
epic saga to ce ment their sense of
iden tity.

This was, for ex am ple, par tic u larly
ev i denced by the saga of the Solo-
monic blood line of the Ethi o pian
Crown over three mil len nia, based
on the un ion be tween King Sol o mon
and Queen Makeda of Saba (the
Queen of Sheba). When the Dergue

coup lead ers over threw the Solom-
onic Em peror of Ethi o pia — Em -
peror Haile Selassie I — in 1974 and
be gan burn ing all the his tory books
of the coun try, and ban ning ref er -
ence to pre-coup his tory, the soul of
Ethi o pia be gan to die, and with it the
un ion of its 60 or so eth nic and lin -
guis tic groups.

Ethi o pia, ab sent its epic saga, be -
gan to be seen as just an other poor
and dis pa rate group of Af ri can so ci -
et ies.5

The early 21st Cen tury schism be -
tween “ur ban glob al ists” and “na -
tion al ists” is lit er ally over the is sue of
iden ti ties. 

This writer, speak ing at the June
2004 UNESCO con fer ence, “Di a -
logue Among Civ i li za tions”, noted:

Th[e] di chot omy — this war
be tween the grow ing global re al -
ity of seam less hu man in ter ac -
tion on the one hand, and the
eter nal, vis ceral hu man ne ces sity
for a sense of so ci etal iden tity on
the other — will, un less ad -
dressed, lead to fur ther global
stra te gic un rest. …

What this di chot omy is, in es -
sence, is that an as pect of all of
hu man ity is at war with an other
as pect of all of hu man ity.

It is fun da men tal re al ity that if
peo ples lose their sense of iden -
tity and his toric points of ref er -
ence — like a sailor at sea los ing
sight of the ho ri zon — then they
lose much of their abil ity to act
col lec tively for their own sur -
vival. Dis ori en ta tion, and even
the threat of iden tity loss as the
pre cur sor to dis ori en ta tion, leads 
to panic and chaos. The chal -
lenge, then, is not how hu man
so ci ety should halt or re verse the
prog ress and tools of ad vance -
ment we have cre ated, but,
rather, how these tools can be
made to fit with the hu man re -
quire ment of group iden tity, and
how so ci et ies can strengthen
their un der ly ing sense of iden tity
and pur pose so that they do not
feel the need to lash out in or der
to pro tect their sur vival.6

That “war” be tween two as pects of
hu man ity be came crys tal lized lead -
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ing up to the sig nif i cant events of
2016: the United King dom’s po lar iz -
ing vote over whether to leave the Eu -
ro pean Un ion, and the United States’ 
po lar iz ing vote to elect Don ald
Trump as Pres i dent. 

Both events were ex pres sions of
“iden tity pol i tics”, just as the clashes
be tween ru ral and ur ban vot ers in
Thai land have from the be gin ning of
the 21st Cen tury un til this point. 

Sim i larly, the per ceived wide -
spread fail ure of gov er nance
throughout much of sub-Sa ha ran
Af rica in the post-co lo nial ist pe riod
(1960 on wards) can be at trib uted
partly but profoundly to the re al ity
that ex ter nally-im posed bound aries
and gov er nance struc tures have re -
moved the or ganic link be tween so ci -
et ies and their state sys tems.

In other words, the iden tity se cu rity
of in di vid u als be came lost when they
no lon ger had an or ganic re la tion ship
with the struc tures im posed on them. 

Dr Askar Akaev, wrote a book,
Kyrgyz State hood and the Na tional
Epos “Manas”7, in 2002, when he was
Pres i dent of the Kyrgyz Re pub lic,
about the his tor i cal saga on which the 
Kyrgyz so ci ety was built. Bear ing in
mind that Kyrgyzstan had never been 
a true geopolitical en tity — a na tion-
state — un til the col lapse of the USSR 
in 1990, it had been nec es sary for Dr
Akaev to re-dis cover the or i gins of
the Kyrgyz peo ple and the cen tral ity
of the sage of their great hero, Manas,
who de feated the Mongols. His book
looked in some de tail at the his tory of 
the Kyrgyz peo ple, dat ing back to the
Third Cen tury BCE, and fol low ing
their prog ress through their great mi -
gra tions from their an ces tral homes
in south ern Si be ria and Mon go lia to
the pres ent lo ca tion of the Kyrgyz
peo ple and state.

One pro found mes sage of Dr
Akaev’s highly-sig nif i cant book was
the at ten tion and in ter pre ta tion he
gives to passionarnost’, a con cept
crys tal lized by Rus sian sci en tist and
eth nol o gist Lev Gumilev, who died in 
1992. It was dur ing his Si be rian de -
ten tion in 1939 that Gumilev re al ized 
the cen tral ity of passionarnost’ to his
the ory of ethnogenisis. 

Gumilev at one point de scribed
passionarnost’ as “an in creased de sire
to act” and a “driv ing force in eth nic

his tory”; how pas sion can im bue a
leader and a peo ple. The con cept
grasped Dr Akaev as a phys i cist, and
he saw the cen tral ity of the great epic
of Kyrgyz his tory — Manas — to the
mo ti va tion of the Kyrgyz peo ple, just
as the great ep ics of the West, like the
Il iad, mo ti vated much of Eu ro pean
iden tity and val ues. 

So it be comes less a mat ter of
whether a “re pub lic” or a “mon ar -
chy” gov erns, but whether the geo-
po lit i cal en tity — the phys i cal state
and its gov er nance hi er ar chy — are
cre ated out of the so ci ety’s fab ric; out
of “whole cloth”.

Still, there is an im plicit be lief in
the neo-post-in dus trial world — the
ur ban-dom i nated world — that
some how, be cause re pub lics are sup -
pos edly not built around inter-gen -
er a tional trans fers of power within a
des ig nated (and, in some in stances, a
di vinely-or dained) family, re pub lics
must some how be built around a
more em pir i cally-driven logic. Per -
haps, in some in stances, they are built 
around a more pur posely-con ceived
con struct than an or gan i cally-evol-
ved hi er ar chy which, in some in -
stances, har kens back in its or i gins to
the mists of his tory.

Even as sum ing that there is a “civ-
ilizational” logic — as op posed to a
cul tural logic — to the cre ation of
some re pub lics, that does not nec es -
sar ily mean that there is that vis ceral
re la tion ship be tween a gov ern ing
struc ture and the so ci ety it is to gov -
ern. A “vi sceral re la tion ship” is un-
likely if the gov ern ing struc ture is im -
posed by an élite group rather than
hav ing evolved from the mists of
time, and im bued with the re spect
which evolves from na tional myth.

“Civilizational logic” in de sign ing
the struc ture of a na tional gov er -
nance sys tem from a clean slate —
applied in many states emerg ing
from co lo nial rule and as sum ing bor -
ders which had mean ing only to the
de part ing co lo nial power — as sumes
that the con struct gives le gal ity to -
ward its im posed view of own er ship,
rights and du ties, and le git i macy.

Of ten, though, the birth of re pub -
lics has been caused merely by the col -
lapse of, or the de sire to de stroy, a tra -
di tional form of gov er nance. Or
be cause of the de par ture of a for mer

oc cu py ing power.
Did the im posed new Gov ern ment 

of Kosovo have any in nate le git i macy
or a gov er nance struc ture with roots
in the land of Kosovo when it was
given sov er eignty by for eign pow ers
(the US and Eu ro pean Un ion) in
2008? Does the fail ure of Kosovo to
achieve vi a bil ity re flect the re al ity
that its gov er nance struc ture was ar -
ti fi cially im posed on it by for eign en -
ti ties (in clud ing the Al ba nian Kosovo 
Lib er a tion Army)?

In other words, the birthing le git i -
macy of such a re pub lic is merely that 
it is not the for mer state (even if that
state’s de mise may have been due to
its own failure). 

A sur vey of most re pub lics in the
world at pres ent shows that many are
hardly rep re sen ta tive of their pop u la -
tions. At best — and then only in a le -
gal in ter pre ta tion of vot ing sys tems
which may them selves be alien to the
con sen sus ba sis which his tor i cally
guided the so ci et ies — they may al -
low the tyr anny of the mar ginal ma -
jor ity over the mar ginal mi nor ity. A
sur vey of most re main ing reg nant
and sov er eign mon ar chies shows that 
most, in fact, have be come con sti tu -
tional monarchies: usu ally reign ing,
rather than rul ing, over fed eral or
confed eral struc tures which al low a
greater sense of nu ance on gov er -
nance. 

They have, in other words, at -
tained an ex plicit con tract be tween
so ci ety and its uni fy ing sym bols.

Per haps the ar gu ment, then, as to
dif fer ences in gov ern men tal forms,
does not co me down to being be -
tween republican and mo nar chi cal
forms, but be tween par lia men tary
and pres i den tial ap proaches. 

The Republic

W
     or
de fines a re pub lic? It is
what ever it chooses it self to 
be. So it may be eas ier to

first list the char ac ter is tics which
are not im plicit to a re pub lic.

Pos si bly the only uni ver sal at trib -
ute which is gen er ally quoted for a re -
pub lic is that it does not have an he -
red i tary leader. But even that, in
cur rent it er a tions, has been dis-
proven in Syria, the Dem o cratic Peo -

,         .

Victory (New York, 2006: Simon & Schuster’s Threshold Editions), and UnCivilization: Urban Geopolitics in a Time of Chaos (Alexandria,
Virginia, 2012: The International Strategic Studies Association). Both further extrapolated on the concept of identity security.

7 Akaev, Askar: Kyrgyz Statehood and the National Epos “Manas”. English-language edition, New York, 2003: Global Scholarly Publications.
ISBN: 1-59267-005-9.



ple’s Re pub lic of (North) Ko rea, and
even the United States of Amer ica
where dy nas tic clans have been in -
her ited an ad van tage in tak ing na -
tional lead er ship.
ä Re pub li can forms of gov er nance

are not more “mod ern” forms of
gov ern ment than what to day are 
considered as “tra di tional” forms
of gov er nance (and what we call
“tra di tional” forms tend to all be
vari a tions of what we now call
“mon ar chies”). Even to day’s in -
ter pre ta tion of “a re pub lic” har -
kens mostly to im ag ery cre ated by
the Ro man re pub lic (res publica or 
“pub lic thing” in Latin), but
known forms of re pub li can ism
ex isted in the Sev enth Cen tury
BCE in In dia, for ex am ple. 

ä Re pub li can forms of gov er nance
are not nec es sar ily ones which
have col lec tive, elected, or dem o -
cratic lead er ship, or the prem ise
that “the peo ple” are, in fact, sov -
er eign. Not all re pub lics are gov -
erned by a “con sti tu tional repub-
licanism”, al though most gov ern -
ments of any de scrip tion at least
claim to have the au thor ity of “the 
peo ple”; the con sent of the gov -
erned.

ä Re pub li can forms of gov er nance
are not nec es sar ily meritocratic.
In deed, they are, most of ten, anti-
meritocratic. Where they de pend
on elec toral suc cess, it may be ar -
gued that the broader the elec toral 
fran chise, the lower the com mon
in tel lec tual de nom i na tor. Lead er -
ship is of ten de pend ent on pop u -
lism and su per fi ci al ity. Com plex-
ity and de mon stra ble ac com plish -
ment — a “track re cord” — are
no match for im age ma nip u la tion: 
“pack aged cha risma”. Elected gov -
er nance (ei ther re pub li can or par -
lia men tary in a con sti tu tional
mon ar chy) tends to re cruit lead er -
ship based on com pe tence only in
times of ex is ten tial threat. 
It is usu ally the case that the head-

of-gov ern ment of a re pub lic (al -
though not nec es sar ily the nom i nal
head-of-state) rep re sents a fac tional
or ideo log i cal po si tion. This may be a 
po si tion held by the ma jor ity of the
pop u la tion, but never by all of it. The

suc cess or oth er wise of such a lead er -
ship po si tion, then, is the de gree to
which that leader com mands re spect
and com pli ance from the over -
whelm ing ma jor ity of the so ci ety.

In par lia men tary sys tems (whe-
ther re pub li can or mo nar chi cal), a
gov ern ment may be re moved for fail -
ure to main tain elec toral con sen sus,
and this can oc cur with out harm to
the con ti nu ity of the iden tity of the
state. That con ti nu ity is pro vided
when the state it self is not syn on y mous
with the gov ern ment. Even the “ab so -
lute” French mon arch, Louis XIV
(who ruled from 1643 to 1715), un -
der stood that when he al leg edly told
Par lia ment “l’État, c’est moi” [I am
the State], be cause he noted on his
death bed “Je m’en vais, mais l’État
demeurera toujours” [I am departing,
but the State will al ways re main].

In states with ex ec u tive pres i den -
cies — and these are al ways re garded
as re pub lics — the col lapse or fail ure
of the gov ern ment in vari ably tests
the iden tity of the state, un less there
are other, over arch ing, and quasi-
mo nar chi cal sym bols which tran -
scend the gov ern ment it self. In the
United States, for ex am ple, that
“quasi-mo nar chi cal” over arch ing
symbolism was pro vided by the
mythologizing of “the flag”, the Con -
sti tu tion, and the Bill of Rights.

These sym bols — be cause they
have as sumed myth o log i cal re spect
— have acted as a de facto neu tral, na -
tion ally-unifying crown. But to the
de gree that rev er ence for these sym -
bols fail in such a state, so does the vi -
a bil ity of the state it self. As with all
forms of gov er nance, then, pres tige is 
the most crit i cal el e ment in sus tain -
ing the vi a bil ity of hi er ar chies: rule of
law, value of cur ren cies, and so on. As 
Possony noted: “Pres tige is the
credit-rat ing of na tions.”

It is also crit i cal to their abil ity to
func tion. And when the lead er ship of
a na tion-state be comes the sub ject of
par ti san or ideo log i cal dis pute, then
the pres tige of, and re spect for, the
most sig nif i cant sym bol of state hood
co mes into ques tion. 

This, per haps, gets to the nub of
the chal lenge to most re pub lics, and
par tic u larly those with elected ex ec u -

tive pres i den cies, or those in which
even sup pos edly apo lit i cal pres i den -
cies ap pointed by an elected as sem bly 
are seen as par ti san in their in ter pre -
ta tion of the na tion’s con sti tu tion or
un spo ken equal ity of rights. They be -
come seen as ei ther rep re sen ta tive of
a par ti san group, or as in ef fec tive as a
guard ian of the so ci ety’s im plicit
rights in the bar gain of gov er nance.

The Monarchy

W
     or
de fines a mon ar chy? Giv-
en that, as with re pub lics,
mon ar chies are what ever a

so ci ety chooses them to be, it is
eas ier to be gin by de scrib ing what
they are not.
ä Mon ar chies are not spe cif i cally

de fined by be ing he red i tary. Not
all mon ar chies are he red i tary; nei -
ther are they nec es sar ily the pre -
serve of a sin gle fam ily or blood-
line within a so ci ety. Rus sia, be -
fore the Romanovs, for ex am ple,
fluc tu ated be tween “born tsars”
and “elected tsars”, elected by the
Zemsky Sobor (the As sem bly of the 
Land), which could be sum moned 
by ei ther the Tsar, the Pa tri arch,
or the Boy ar Duma.

ä Most mon ar chies have no ac tive
rôle in gov er nance; most act as the 
guard ians of the so ci ety as a
whole, pro tect ing its rights against
the pos si ble over-reach of a “gov -
ern ing class” of pol i ti cians, bu -
reau crats, or aris to crats. 

ä Mon ar chies rarely func tion with -
out the ex plicit and im plicit ap -
proval of so ci ety, or with out a
part ner ship with an agency of
gov er nance (a par lia ment or as -
sem bly).

ä Not all he red i tary mon ar chies
func tion un der the suc ces sion
prin ci ple of pri mo gen i ture or ab -
so lute pri mo gen i ture8, al though
the in tro duc tion of the pri mo gen -
i ture in Eng land could ar gu ably
have been said to have ensured the 
smooth trans fer of the Crown
(and, at that time, gov er nance)
from one gen er a tion to the next,
thereby be gin ning the pro cess of

.       , 

8 Primogeniture is the process of inheritance (of property and titles) whereby the firstborn son is the heir; absolute primogeniture is the
process of inheritance which favors the firstborn child, regardless of gender. The British Crown and the Commonwealth Heads of
Government Meeting (CHOGM) in Perth, Western Australia, on October 28, 2011, authorized a change in the succession laws of the
United Kingdom and those Commonwealth states recognizing the Sovereign as Head-of-State from the practice of primogeniture to
absolute primogeniture. The Ethiopian Empire, which had relied on the Crown Council to be the absolute arbiter of succession from any
prince who was of the Solomonic bloodline, in its 1955 Constitution began to move toward a process of primogeniture, by designating
only male heirs of the line of Emperor Haile Selassie I as eligible for candidature for the Crown.



the ac cu mu la tion of Eng lish (later
Brit ish) stra te gic power.

ä Em pires — and there fore em per -
ors — are not ax i om at i cally mo -
nar chi cal, al though of ten (as in
the Ro man and Bonapartist em -
pires) bear ing sim i lar char ac ter is -
tics.
Are theo cra tic states mo nar chi cal

or some other form? Or can they be
re pub lics? The Vat i can, clearly, is a
mon ar chy — it is a monarchial-sac -
er do tal state — but its mon arch is
elected, as was some of the pre-
Romanov mon ar chy of Russia. Is rael, 
Iran, and Pa ki stan have been re ferred 
to as theo cra tic states, but all are re -
pub lics in name. Iran’s cur rent re li -
giously-based leader, how ever, has all 
the char ac ter is tics of the an cient Sul -
tans of Per sia in all but the fact that he 
achieves his post through a form of
elec tion within a care fully cir cum -
scribed com mu nity.

Most mon ar chies have an iden ti fi -
ca tion with tra di tional re li gion or
tra di tional my thol ogy. A re li gious
link is not a pre-req ui site for the mo -
nar chi cal gov er nance, but religious
links with the crown of ten evolved as
part of the iden ti fi ca tion of the en tire
hi er ar chy of a so ci ety with the tra di -
tions and be liefs with which the so ci -
ety has de vel oped. This im plies that
mon ar chies are rooted in their so ci -
et ies through cul ture and cul tural,
rather than civilizational, val ues. It
means that they of ne ces sity be come
iconic, and mythologized. And be -
cause crowns are usu ally seen as sa -
cred icons of so ci ety, they carry an el -
e ment of vul ner a bil ity. The more any 
icon or myth be comes hu manized
and demys ti fied, the more vul ner a ble 
it be comes; but this is a fac tor for all
lead er ships, not merely the mon -
archs.

Cul tures, how ever, are vi tal com -
po nents for the cre ation of civ i li za -
tions. Civ i li za tions pro vide the con -
structed law and quan ti fi ca tion of a
so ci ety; cul tures pro vide the lore and
qual i fi ca tion of it.

Culture and Civilization

I
      that re -
pub lics are more “civ i li za -
tional” in their ori en ta tion,
and that mon ar chies are

more “cultural” in their basis. 
Fun da men tally, civ i li za tions can -

not pros per with out the foun da -
tional and par al lel evo lu tion of cul -

tures, re gard less of whether the
civ i li za tion is based around a re pub -
li can model or a mo nar chi cal one.
“West ern civ i li za tion” clearly evol-
ved from be ing en tirely based on a
frame work of mon ar chies in which
cer tain com mon traits were ap par -
ent. It evolved, in the 21st Cen tury, to 
in clude all na tion-states which em -
braced the quan ti fi ca tion stan dards
of “the West”: cur ren cies, mea sure -
ments, rec og ni tion of le gal frame -
works, and the like. 

But his tor i cally, Chi nese, Egyp -
tian, Per sian, Ro man (af ter the re -
pub lic) and Brit ish civ i li za tions were
— like so many oth ers — mon ar -
chies or em pires. And, sig nif i cantly,
em pires need not nec es sar ily be clas -
si cal mon ar chies. The frame works of
logic and con sis tent transactional
prac tices, such as eco nomic ac tiv i ties
and cur ren cies, and so on, which ar -
gu ably de fine a civ i li za tion evolved
hap pily from so ci et ies which also
em braced the cul tural roots of ver ti -
cal hi er ar chies.

So the dif fer en ti a tion is not
whether civ i li za tions can em brace
mon ar chism equally with re pub li -
can ism. It is whether civ i li za tions can 
sur vive if they re ject the ver ti cal hi er -
ar chies and geopolitical ba sics which
de fine both re pub lics and mon ar -
chies.

A “Crowned Republic”

M
   con sti tu -
tional mon ar chies have be -
come in dis tin guish able in
most char ac ter is tics from

re pub lics, and some re pub lics
have the at trib utes of mon ar chies.

Why, then, the pro tracted de bate
about which is the best, or the in ev i -
ta ble, form of gov er nance? It is dif fi -
cult to high light that one form or
other per forms better or more re -
spon sively than an other, al though it
is clear that the so ci et ies where the
pop u lace and gov er nance act in har -
mony are usu ally most pro duc tive, or 
at least most har mo ni ous. This
means that the gov er nance or hi er ar -
chi cal forms which are rooted his tor -
i cally in the val ues (ie: the cul tures
and logic) of a so ci ety achieve that
har mony, even if work is needed to
sus tain the vigor of it.

What seems clear, how ever, is that
the de bate now reach ing the pro por -
tion of a con flict is be tween the na -
tion-state and the glob al ist view of

the city-state. Thus, re tain ing se cu -
rity within na tion-states be comes
crit i cal, given the log i cal risks of hav -
ing se cu rity ser vices be com ing po lit i -
cized and par ti san. It is for that rea -
son that all mon ar chies — in clud ing
con sti tu tional mon ar chies — en sure
that the oath of al le giance is di rectly
to the sov er eign or the sov er eign’s
rep re sen ta tive (gov er nor-gen eral or
gov er nor, in many in stances), to at -
tempt to en sure that the armed
forces, in par tic u lar, re main loyal to
the state, rather than to the gov ern ing 
po lit i cal fac tion.

In the US, the oath of al le giance by
the Armed Forces is to the Con sti tu -
tion, which is also sig nif i cant, given
at tempts al ready by nu mer ous ad -
min is tra tions to de clare the Con sti -
tu tion as an im ped i ment to gov er -
nance. This sig nif i cant, and seem-
ingly cer e mo nial point, may prove
crit i cal as the con flict be tween glob -
al ism and na tion al ism ac cel er ates.

And it is for this rea son that the
great ideo log i cal ef fort of ur ban glob -
al ists — and such groups as even
Cam bo dia’s ru ral-based socialist
Khmer Rouge (1968-79) — has been
the erad i ca tion or trans for ma tion of
the teach ing of his tory. Lit tle won der
Ethi o pia’s Dergue, be gin ning in 1974, 
burnt all the books it could of the na -
tion’s three mil len nia of his tory. 

Lit tle won der, too, that his tory has
been ei ther erad i cated or po lit i cized
in most mod ern, ur ban-dom i nated
so ci et ies.

The Choices Between History,
No History, and Anti-History

T
  - rep re sents 
sov er eignty and his tory; it
there fore rep re sents a sig nif -
i cant por tion of the iden tity

of its in hab it ants. 
Mo nar chi cal states — from near-

ab so lute like Saudi Ara bia, to em -
phat i cally con sti tu tional, like Ca-
nada, Aus tra lia, and New Zea land —
have their iden ti ties bound to gether
iconically by some thing in dis put ably
apo lit i cal and na tional: the crown. It
is less sub ject to ma nip u la tion,
largely be cause of its in an i mate mys -
ti cism, than, say, a con sti tu tion,
which re quires a su preme court for
con stant re-in ter pre ta tion.

Crowns, more of ten, have been the 
source of a de fense against au toc racy
rather than a source of au to cratic
rule.   H
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