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T2 7P A g =2l xHe A =715A(absolute state sovereignty)
3 Fh 9uFA(shared federative sovereignty)d] /¥ 3 wlilE o] SAC. "AUARE
AUy v e A= T ez Avds 1Eg F4oz, TH=y
FTAZH, A23W 43, QONE Az8] v

AHEL AA 29 & Algoln vl tEH S AYFAR /Y FHoz A% A%
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o] HA4e 19953 eFetsnl AAlY AR Fo HPE W ol(Timothy
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wolxd FA ditty dRFod $RE FR dbdeiy W Avdée wEg F
Z 2 v AT 5 dA E40%

A little rebellion now and then is a good thing. *--God forbid we should ever be twen-
ty years without such a rebellion. The people cannot be all, and always, well informed.
The part which is wrong will be discontented, in proportion to the importance of the
facts they misconceive. If they remain quiet under such misconceptions, it is lethargy,
the forerunner of death to the public liberty. -*And what country can preserve its lib-
erties, if its rulers are not warned from time to time, that this people preserve the spi-
rit of resistance? Let them take arms. The remedy is to set them right as to the facts,
pardon and pacify them. What signify a few lives lost in a century or two? The tree
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of liberty must be refreshed from time to time, with the blood of patriots and tvrants.

It is its natural manure.
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26) Nagel, Robert. The Implosion of American Federalism (Oxford: Oxford University
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27) Barnett, Randy. Restoring the Lost Constitution. the Presumption of Liberty (Princeton:
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[Abstract)

Separated Institutions Sharing Power

Okyeon Yi
(Seoul National University)

Federations divide power among multiple orders of government so both
national and state governments have their own duties and responsibilities. In
doing so, federalism promotes an idea of limited powers, that is, a government of
separated institutions sharing power, as principles of government. Federal
systems also face extraordinary problems of keeping each state from going its
separate way, i.e. state-to-state or intergovernmental relations. The US
Constitution, however, neither mentions ‘federalism’ nor lays out specifics about
how powers are divided among multiple orders of government. The Tenth
Amendment simply states that powers not delegated to the national government
are reserved to the state or the people, while the so-called commerce and
‘necessary and proper’ clause in Article 1, Section 8 provide a constitutional
basis for the national government’s powers which are not limited by powers
reserved to the states or the people. This paper surveys the principles of
government included in the US Constitution, especially federalism, judicial
review, and limited government,

Z A 9] (Key Words)

Agte A E(limited government), ¥ ¥ ¥4H(separated institutions), ¥ F
(sharing power), F8 % H(division of powers), 7+ & 7|(state-to-state rela-
tions), 1) =+ wk=Eo)(US federalism)



