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Introduction

Since the bombing of Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941, the United States and Japan have been linked politically and economically.  The Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor led to the United States involvement in World War II, an event that would shape the future of both countries.  After a bitter war, that ended with the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, Japan surrendered unconditionally to the United States.  This surrender would lead to a period of occupation during which the United States was able to exert its influence on the reconstruction of the Japanese government.  The result of this reconstruction was a democracy in which the influence of the United States can be seen.


Even though the United States occupation forces drafted Japan's post-war constitution, Japan's democracy is not identical to that of the United States.  The United States is a presidential democracy while Japan is a parliamentary democracy.  However, despite this fundamental difference, the political systems of the United States have much in common.  Both countries have dominant political parties that have been able to remain in power for a long period of time.  In the United States these parties are the Democratic Party and the Republican Party, in Japan this party is the Liberal Democratic Party.


These parties are important because they have been able to remain in power and keep all opposition parties from gaining a majority.  In the United States the Democrats and Republicans have traded power back and forth since the American Civil War.  In Japan, the Liberal Democratic Party, or LDP, has been the dominant party since its inception in 1955.  Despite the claim of democracy, both the United States and Japan have developed into political systems that are controlled by a small number of parties.


Both countries developed into economic giants in the years after World War II.  They were able to prosper in the years after the war for various reasons and by 1968 the United States and Japan had the largest economies in the world.
  Despite these successful economies, both countries remained dominated by their major parties.  The absence of successful opposition parties in Japan and successful third parties in the United States raises the question of a link between the two counties.  Is there a reason that both countries lack strong opposition political parties?


First the importance of opposition parties must be discussed.  The importance of these parties is not inherent, simply because the work of such parties is not often obvious.  The role of opposition parties is to raise questions about the practices of the major parties in a political system.  Opposition parties are generally the source of change and reform in a society.  There are a number of examples of this in American history, including the abolition of slavery and prohibition, both of which were first proposed by third parties.  Opposition parties are a way of keeping the major parties in check.


Since opposition parties play an important role in democracy, how have the dominant political parties in the United States and Japan been successful at keeping the opposition parties at bay?  In the decade following the end of World War II, both the dominant parties in the United States and in Japan were able to use the Cold War and the fear of the spread of Communism in their favor.  This fear was able to gain votes for the Democrats and Republicans in the United States as well as the LDP in Japan.  Once securely in office, these parties were credited with making excellent economic policies that resulted in astronomically economic growth.  By using fear to re-enforce their legitimacy, the dominant parties of both countries have maintained their power.

Japan's Pre-War Government

Long before turning to democracy, Japan had been an imperial state in which the emperor's rule was supreme.  This changed with the rise of the shoguns in the early twelfth century.  These feudal warlords ruled in a shogunate in which one family controlled all of the shoguns in Japan, while allowing the emperor to remain as a figurehead only.  The final shogunate in Japan was the Tokugawa shogunate, which ended in 1868.  There was a coup d-etat and imperial rule was restored with Emperor Meiji.
  This event, termed the Meiji Restoration, led to many changes in the Japanese political structure.


The notion of abolishing the feudal system had been discussed by Japanese politicians for some time, however it was impossible to implement such a change under the rule of a shogunate.  The opportunity for change came with the Meiji Restoration.  A provisional government, known as the Meiji Oligarchy, was established, headed by a sosai, or supreme administrator and consisting of two councils and seven administrative departments.
  This temporary government took on the responsibility of restructuring the entire government and creating a constitution.  The interest in constitutionalism had developed when the topic of reforming the feudal system had been discussed, but nothing had been done since.  Now that the Meiji Restoration had ended feudalism, constitutionalism could be the new focus of the government.


The first Japanese political leader who felt the need for a constitution was Kido Koin.  Kido became convinced of constitutionalism in 1871 when he visited the United States of America and was impressed by the success of the constitution.  He viewed the constitution as a way to "maintain the harmony between the powers of the Emperor's government and the rights of the people".
  However, Kido's ideas were not universally accepted in the provisional government.  Officials such as Okubo Toshimichi wanted to establish an absolute government that was controlled by men of certain ability.  These officials believed this was the best way to maintain Japanese tradition and incorporate the conditions of the time.


The decision was ultimately made to draft a constitution and the Genroin was charged with the task.  The Genroin, or "chamber of elders" created four drafts of the constitution between September 1876 and May 1878 all of which were rejected based on a division of legislative power.
  Finally in December 1879, the Emperor asked for the opinions of all the members of the provisional government on the topic of a constitution and a parliament.  The result of this survey was a mission to investigate the European government systems in order to better create a Japanese constitution.


On the mission to study European political systems, delegates were sent to Paris, London and Berlin.  The leader of the mission, Ito Hirobumi, went to Berlin where he studied under Rudolph Gneist, a German politician.  Gneist felt that constitutions should be rooted in national history and that the power of parliament should be limited.  It was Gneist's belief that "ultimate control of foreign affairs, military matters and legislation to be entrusted to the Emperor".
  This sentiment had great influence on Ito and when he returned to Japan he came with numerous administrative reforms that he believed would help in a shift to a constitutional government.


These reforms included the establishment of a new class of nobility.  This system of peerage was called kazoku and it essentially created the members of one of the future houses of the Imperial Diet.  This reform involved the transformation of the former feudal lords into nobility, allowing these men to remain in power.  Ito's reforms also included the formation of a Civil Service, appointment to bureaucratic jobs based on a merit system of exams.


In addition to the reforms he implemented, Ito gave the Meiji Oligarchy his views on what he felt would be the most effective constitution in Japan.  He wished to model Japan's constitution on the constitutions of Prussia and the German states.  Ito viewed the Emperor as the center of political power and helped to shape the Meiji Constitution to reflect this belief.  The Meiji Constitution expresses the belief that the Emperor of Japan was the center of power not by divine right but by divine descent.  The Constitution reflects the traditional Japanese belief that emperors are the tenno, literally the heavenly sovereign.


In the Meiji Constitution the Emperor enjoyed legislative superiority over the Imperial Diet, which consisted of two houses: the House of Peers and the House of Representatives.  He had the power to open and adjourn the Diet, dissolve the House of Representatives, prolong the Diet session and order the Diet to hold secret meetings.
  The Emperor did not hold any administrative post in the government, but he still held more power than any single person under the Meiji Constitution.


The Meiji Constitution set up a democratic government in which two congressional houses made up the Imperial Diet.  The House of Peers consisted of the kazoku, the nobility created by Ito Hirobumi and the House of Representatives, which consisted of members elected by the people.  According to the Meiji Constitution, the Emperor had the power to sanction laws, make war, declare peace, enter into treaties and held the station of commander of the Army and Navy.


This constitution represented the Meiji Oligarchy's solution to the problems of governing after the Tokugawa feudal system fell.  The Meiji Constitution complies with the requests of the democratic movements as well as retaining power with the former feudal warlords.  This compromise merged a representative government with the authoritarian philosophy of the shoguns.  Ito's wish was to maintain a traditional Japanese government with the Western form of democracy.  The Meiji Constitution would remain the political structure of Japan until post-World War II when the United States issued the Potsdam Declaration and the Constitution of Japan was adopted.

Japan's Post-War Government

The Potsdam Declaration was an ultimatum issued by the Allied forces at the end of World War II to Japan.  The Declaration defined the terms by which Japan would surrender and end the war in the Pacific.  According to the Potsdam Declaration, Japan would disarm its military forces, limit its sovereignty, and "establish freedom of speech, religion, and thought and respect for fundamental human rights".
  In an effort to obtain Japan's acceptance of the ultimatum, the Allies reminded Japan of Germany's protracted struggle and the devastation that had resulted.  If the Potsdam Declaration was accepted, Japan would be allowed to continue building industries; however they would not be allowed to rearm.

Japanese reaction to the ultimatum differed.  Some members of the government thought it was a bluff and that the Allies would not destroy Japan upon refusal of the Potsdam Declaration.  However this was not the majority opinion in Japan and the Declaration was accepted.  There were three main points that the Japanese concerned themselves with in the Potsdam Declaration.  The first point was that the Declaration only called for the surrender of Japan's armed forces, not its citizens.  The Japanese met this point favorably; however the second and third points were not.  The second point was that the Soviet Union was not a signatory in the surrender and the third point was that the future of the Emperor was uncertain.
  Despite the misgivings on the second and third points, Japan decided to surrender unconditionally to the Allied forces.

After Japan's surrender, the Japanese government became subject to the authority of the Supreme Commander for the Allied Powers (SCAP) and General Douglas MacArthur.  The Japanese effectively lost the right to challenge any action taken by General MacArthur.  After some confusion as to the extent of MacArthur's power, the State-War-Navy Coordinating Committee sent a paper to President Truman for his approval, outlining MacArthur's powers in Japan.  Truman approved the paper, which gave MacArthur authority over both the Japanese Emperor and the Japanese government.  The Japanese Emperor and government were allowed to make decisions, however MacArthur could issue orders against these decisions if he felt they were not appropriate.


Perhaps the most important product of the United States' postwar occupation of Japan was the Constitution of Japan.  A constitution is an essential part of democracy due to the fact that it typically ensures the protection of the people from an oppressive state.  The democratic nature of Japan's Constitution has been questioned by some scholars who do not find Japan's Constitution to be "by the people and for the people".
  This argument stems from the origin of Japan's Constitution, SCAP.  The Constitution was framed by the United States acting as an occupying force within Japan.  The Constitution was adopted using the Meiji Constitution amendment process and went into effect May 3, 1947.


This new Constitution changed the political structure in Japan.  Japan remained a parliamentary government; however the elimination of the nobility necessitated a change in the House of Peers.  Under the new Constitution, the House of Peers became the House of Councilors, also known as the Upper House.  The House of Representatives remained, with the nickname of the Lower House.  Members of the House of Representatives were elected using a single-nontransferable-vote electoral rule.  In this system, a voter casts a single vote for one candidate, however more than one elected official will represent the district.  152 members of the House of Councilors are also elected using the single-nontransferable-vote system.  The remaining 100 members of the House of Councilors are elected in a nation-wide, closed-party-list election.  In this type of election proportional representation is used.


In 1994, there were several electoral system reforms put into place. The electoral reforms came when the LDP lost power for a brief time in 1993.  One of these reforms changed the way representatives are elected to the House of Representatives.  There are now 300 single seat constituencies and 200 seats decided by proportional representation.
  However, not all reforms were accepted.  There are still many restrictive laws concerning campaigning in Japan.  For example, it is illegal in Japan for a candidate to canvass a neighborhood.  Internet Web pages are also illegal.  As are "signature drives, polling, providing food or drink, mass meetings, parades, unscheduled speeches, multiple campaign vehicles and candidate-produced literature".
  Japanese political scientists have attributed to the noninvolvement of voters.  The campaign restrictions have actually lowered the public opinion of politicians because so many politicians are being caught breaking campaign laws.

The Rise and Success of the Liberal Democratic Party

In addition to the new constitution, the United States occupying forces sought to create institutions and policies that would support the growth of democracy.  Such policies included the legalization of left-wing parties, the exile of war personnel, and the decentralization of education. Left-wing parties such as the Japanese Socialist Party (JSP) and its allies, including labor unions, met these reforms favorably.  The conservatives in Japan reacted negatively to these new reforms.  These parties wished to return to the old ways of the Meiji Constitution and labeled the new constitution the "MacArthur Constitution" after the leader of the occupation forces, General MacArthur. 


These conservatives consisted of those who had been in power before and during the war.  They were resistant to any changes that negatively affected their control of Japan.  The conservative parties attracted former military officials and members of the House of Peers.  These were the two groups whose positions of power were the most threatened by the new constitution.  Understandably, the conservatives opposed not only the reforms and the constitution, but had disagreed with the acceptance of the Potsdam Declaration.  The conservatives resented the occupying force of the United States and did not support any changes to the Meiji Constitution.


The attitude of the United States concerning Japan was altered at the beginning of the Cold War.  With the threat of communism in Asia becoming more apparent in 1947, the United States suddenly changed tactics in rebuilding Japan.  Previously the occupying forces had been preoccupied with transforming Japan into a functioning democracy, now they simply wished to maintain Japan's stability.
  The United States began to view Japan as an important ally in the fight to contain Communism in Asia.  Japan was in a strategic position to combat the spread of Communism.


Once the United States' view on Japan changed, the democratic reforms it had instituted were either cut short or eliminated entirely.  This reversal in policy caused the allegiances of the conservatives and left-wing parties to shift.  The left-wing parties such as the JSP began to denounce the United States while the conservatives began to embrace the U.S.'s new policies.  This shift of support set the foundation for decades of political development in Japan.


The members of left-wing parties viewed the United States' abandonment of reform programs as a betrayal and led to distrust of the United States and reluctance to enter into a strong alliance.  In response to the United States' new position on Japan, the JSP began to hold protests against the United States.  In 1955 the JSP joined forces with other radical groups in hopes of making a successful coalition.  This prompted the conservatives to consolidate their forces in a single party, the Liberal Democrat Party, or LDP.


The newly formed LDP won its first victory in 1958, the first election after its creation.  The LDP was able to win by exploiting the fear of the Japanese citizens concerning the Cold War and the spread of Communism in Asia.  At the time Japanese citizens were concerned about national defense due in part to the close proximity of the Korean War beginning in 1950.  The LDP was the only Japanese political party that spoke of strengthening national defense through treaties with the United States.  The JSP, still bitterly angry at the United States, refused to consider a treaty and advocated a complete separation from the United States.


The Japanese citizens forgot their anger with the United States for a more pressing emotion, fear of Communism.  By revising the Security Treaty with the United States in 1960, the LDP elicited protests from the JSP.  The revisions ultimately passed, undeterred by the disapproval of the left-wing parties.  However, the protests did succeed in forcing the resignation of the prime minister.
  Once the Security Treaty with the United States was revised, the LDP stayed away from controversial political issues, deciding to instead focus on economic growth.  After the revision passed, two moderate factions within the JSP split to form the Democratic Socialist Party in 1960, signaling the beginning of a decades-long deterioration of the party.


This decision to focus on the development of Japan's economy would result in years of success for the LDP.  After the revision of the Security Treaty, Japan was virtually safe from invasion because it had the strength of the United States behind it.  This resulted in having very little military expenses because of Article 9 of the constitution and the alliance with the United States.  With the burden of defense alleviated, the LDP could focus on issues of economic growth.
  The LDP had the good fortune to be the party in charge at the time of Japan's rapid economic growth at the end of the United States' occupation.  This growth was attributed to the LDP's policies and the party was able to reap the benefits for years to come.


However the economic success of Japan was not due solely to the good fortune of the LDP.  There were policies and decisions made by the LDP that enabled the rapid growth of Japan's economy.  An example of such a policy is the LDP's choice to insulate certain companies in Japan.  The LDP-controlled government sought to protect Japanese companies so that they could eventually be internationally successful.  The key to the protection of domestic companies was the Foreign Exchange and Control Law and Japanese Foreign Investment Law.  These two laws placed restrictions on the amount of foreign money that could be used for imports.


These laws enabled Japanese companies to remain under Japanese control and not be affected by foreign investment.  The laws that the LDP passed were not limited to protecting large corporations.  The LDP gave support to a variety of groups, including "large firms, professionals, small subcontractors and distributors, and farmers."
  The inclusion of many groups of people helped the LDP to widen its electoral base and gain more and more votes.  The LDP was able to gain support from people across the economic spectrum by implementing policies that benefited Japanese businesses, regardless of their size.


The success of the LDP's economic policy was apparent by 1968, when Japan had the second largest economy in the capitalist world.
  This success endeared the LDP to the Japanese citizens who viewed the party as responsible for the economic success at all levels of employment.  The party was able to bring more people in and build on its majority by speaking about the strength of its economic policies.  By contrast, the JSP was slowly losing votes as it became evident that the revision to the Security Treaty it opposed had been a success.

The History of the United States Two-Party System

The beginning of the two-party in the United States can be traced to the third presidential election in 1796.  Three years before, the United States had elected its first president, George Washington.  Not only does Washington have the distinction of being the nation's first president, he is the nation's only president not to be affiliated with a political party.  In 1792, leaders of the American Revolution formed two political parties, and in the following election they were the only parties represented.  Alexander Hamilton's Federalist Party was built upon the Federalist alliance from the Constitutional Convention.  The Federalists had been strong advocates of the loose construction of the Constitution as well as a strong national government.  In contrast, Thomas Jefferson's Democratic-Republicans favored a weak central government and a strict construction of the Constitution.


Hamilton's Federalists and Jefferson's Democratic-Republicans made up the two-party system in the United States from 1796 until 1816.  During that time only one Federalist became President, John Adams.  The rest of the elected leaders were from Jefferson's party, including Jefferson himself in 1800.  The Federalist Party nominated their final candidate, Rufus King, in 1816.  In the following election of 1820, President James Monroe, a Democratic-Republican ran unopposed.


The reason for the sudden demise of the Federalist Party came from the party's opposition to the War of 1812.  In the winter of 1814 the Federalists held the Hartford Convention, at which the party discussed the economic problems the war was causing for New England.  The topic of secession from the Union was discussed at the Hartford Convention and the delegates proposed creating a set of Constitutional amendments to help alleviate their financial strain.
  When word of these discussions became widespread the Federalists were branded disloyal and forced off the political scene.


After the Federalist Party fell apart, the Democratic-Republicans ran unopposed in the Presidential election of 1820.  However, the following election would prove to divide the party.  After the House of Representatives was charged with deciding the outcome of the 1824 election, John Quincy Adams was declared the elected president, which left Andrew Jackson on the losing end.  Andrew Jackson blamed the Secretary of State at the time, Henry Clay for his misfortune.  Clay and Jackson were bitter rivals and Jackson felt that Clay had orchestrated his loss.  The final outcome of the election of 1824 left Jackson frustrated and he separated from the Democratic-Republican Party.  His faction of supporters was first known as Jacksonians, but by his 1828 campaign, they were going by the name Democrats.


This departure of Jackson supporters left a gaping hole in the Democratic-Republican Party.  The remaining members began calling themselves the National Republicans.  In the election of 1832 the party nominated Henry Clay, who was defeated by his rival as Jackson won re-election.
  By the next presidential election the National Republicans had changed their name yet again, to the Whig Party.  The two-party system in the United States would consist of the Whigs and the Democrats until the election of 1860 when a new party emerged.


The election of 1860 marked the beginning of the modern two-party system.  Even though the party platforms are vastly different, the two dominant parties from the 1860 election remain today.  The first election that the Republican Party nominated a Presidential candidate was 1856.  The party had begun as an anti-slavery conglomeration of former Whigs and Democrats.  In 1860 the Democratic Party was divided between the North and South.  The expansion of slavery had viciously separated the party and cleared the way for the Republicans to win.


The rise of the Republican Party in the 1850s leading to the election of 1860 was the last time a third party successfully infiltrated the two-party system.  The circumstances of this infiltration were ideal since one of the dominant parties had dissolved and the other was bitterly divided on the issue of slavery.  Even though the secession of the Southern states came shortly after Lincoln's inauguration, his election can still be seen as a success for opposition parties.

Third Parties in the United States, 1900-1924

In the twentieth century, third parties in the United States were more often than not centered on a particular candidate rather than an actual political party.  This does not mean that the political party did not exist, but rather the candidate chose the party rather than the party choosing the candidate.  When popular political figures like Theodore Roosevelt and Robert LaFollette decided to run for president without the benefit of a strategically strong political party, they created the party structure as they went along.  For some the presidential candidate is the only candidate for the party, for others the presidential race is a catalyst for third party activity.


The early twentieth century was a period of a plethora of third parties such as the Bull Moose Party, and the Progressive Party.  These parties exemplified the spirit of the United States in the first two decades of the century.  Theodore Roosevelt's Bull Moose Party was formed as a response to Roosevelt's failure to receive the Republican nomination in 1912.  Roosevelt's distrust of his successor, William Howard Taft, led him to start an opposition party.  Roosevelt was able to defeat Taft in the general election with 27.4 percent of the total vote, however his candidacy split the Republican vote and the Democratic nominee, Woodrow Wilson was able to win the election.


 Like the Bull Moose Party in 1912, the Progressive Party nominated a politician with a great deal of political experience in 1924.  Robert LaFollette, the Progressive nominee, was the former governor of Wisconsin and United States Senator who had pioneered Progressive reforms in Wisconsin.  His success in Wisconsin had given LaFollette national recognition and in 1924 he created the Progressive party ticket to run for President.  He was supported by the Conference for Progressive Political Action, which includes the Non-Partisan League, the Socialist Party, the "Committee of Forty-Eight" and the railroad brothermen.  In addition to this endorsement, LaFollette was the first presidential nominee to receive the American Federation of Labor's endorsement.  Despite his name recognition, LaFollette had difficulties getting on the ballot in all fifty states and gaining financial support.  He won 16.6 percent of the vote at the general election and the electoral vote from Wisconsin.

Post-War Economic Success and McCarthyism in the United States


Like Japan, the United States experienced significant economic growth after World War II.   This was due in large part to the country's production capabilities.  During the war, the United States government had paid for a roughly sixty-five percent expansion of the plants and equipment used in the production of war supplies.  The result of this was the creation of the United States defense industry.  This creation would prove to be important in the rapid economic development the United States experienced after the fall of the Axis powers


In addition to the defense industry, the United States government also made substantial contributions to civilian industries.  Perhaps the best example of this is the steel industry.  During WWII, the government made extensive investments in the steel industry in order to ensure that the production of steel would keep up with the needs of the defense industry.  In 1950, the government sold 238 miscellaneous industrial facilities
.  These facilities were sold to private corporations who used them for civilian production.


Historians and economists alike have accepted the consensus that World War II resurrected the economy from the depths of the Great Depression.  However, despite the common assumption, it was not the wartime economy that brought prosperity, but rather the postwar economy.
  At the end of WWII the United States was left virtually unscathed by the violence of the war.  The United States was fortunate enough to have avoided fighting within its boundaries.  As a result the pre-war infrastructure remained and the United States was able to enter a period of mass production during which the European countries, devastated by the war, were unable to compete.


In the midst of this post-war prosperity, a senator from Wisconsin emerged to capture the national spotlight.  Senator Joseph McCarthy came to embody the anti-communist spirit of the Cold War.  In the late 1940s and early 1950s he led the United States in a virtual witch-hunt during the second Red Scare.  McCarthy was vehement in his conviction that all known Communists should be imprisoned and tried for crimes like plotting a violent overthrow of America.


Prior to the Cold War, the American Communist Party had not been a large third party in American politics. The most success the party achieved came in the placement of some party leaders as organizers involved with trade unions.
  The American Communist Party was a very secretive organization in the 1930s at the peak of its popularity.  The reason for the secrecy came from the knowledge that government employees could lose their jobs if their affiliation with the American Communist Party became public knowledge.  This fear became a reality with the onset of McCarthyism in the 1940s.


One of the biggest attacks on the American Communist Party came with the passing of the Communist Control Act of 1954.  This act gave the Subversive Activities Control Board the power to register the unions that members of the Communist Party helped to organize as "Communist infiltrated organizations."
  Even though this act was ultimately unsuccessful in prosecuting Communists, the effect on public perception was devastating for the American Communist Party.  When the government began prosecuting members of the Communist Party it did not matter that they were not convicted, in the court of public opinion, they were guilty.  After the era of McCarthyism, most Americans were reluctant to associate themselves with left-wing organizations.  Since the majority of American third parties have fallen to the left of the political spectrum, it has proven difficult for them to gain a substantial following.  McCarthy and his witch-hunts successfully hindered the growth of third parties in America.

Conclusions and Comparisons

When examining the political systems of the United States and Japan, the most striking comparison is the domination of the major political parties.  The Democrats, Republicans and Liberal Democrats have been able to dominate their political systems for such an extended period of time that a successful campaign from an opposition party seems highly unlikely.  These parties have been able to exert their dominance for such an extended period of time that it is difficult not to imagine them in power.


There are many reasons why these parties have been able to successfully remain in power.  However, the most likely reasons are also the simplest explanations.  The complacency of the countries' electorates is one of these reasons.  Both the American and the Japanese voters have become programmed to believe that the dominant parties are the best leaders available.  While these parties have been in power the economies have been successful and the countries have remained secure.  Without an economic crisis or a foreign invasion, few voters see any reason not to continue supporting the dominant parties.


Another reason the dominant parties in both the United States and Japan have remained in power is their access to resources.  These parties have been able to collect substantial amounts of money, volunteers, and experience.  It is difficult for opposition parties to gain any of these resources without being elected to office.  Since the dominant parties have an abundance of these resources they have been able to establish structures and organizations that give them stability.  Voters do not have to worry about the party structure of the LDP falling apart, while this may be a concern with an opposition party.


Since 1955 there has only been one time that one of dominant parties has not been in power in Japan or the United States.  When the LDP was briefly out of power in the early 1990s it was due to a minor recession in the Japanese economy.  The LDP was blamed for the recession since it had earlier claimed responsibility for the country's economic boom.  The LDP was quickly restored to power in the next election.  Nevertheless this incident shows the vulnerability of dominant parties.  Since it is evident that both the dominant parties in the United States and Japan have been able to maintain power using the same methods, a prediction about the United States future can be drawn from Japan's experience.  Like Japan, if the United States were to experience a dramatic recession, a third party could step in and gain power for a brief amount of time.  However since the United States has two dominant parties, it could prove more difficult.  The recession would have to be seen as the result of government in general rather than solely the party in power.  If something like this ever occurs in the Untied States, a third party could change the balance of power and crash the traditional two-party system.
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