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Chapter 1. What is Democracy?
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Democracy is such a catchphrase nowadays that so many people everywhere are bandying it about without a clear understanding of what it really is. In particular, many young people and many so-called dissidents in various countries are agitating for "more" democracy and even fighting fiercely for "real" democracy without the necessary background, knowledge and understanding of the ideas and concepts of democracy.

There are indeed many definitions and variants of democracy. But the key tenet of democracy seems to many to be the one-person-one-vote election system. Although there are other important pillars of democracy such as the rule of law, justice, equality and basic freedom, the one-person-one-vote election and the resultant government by the majority has always been touted as the essence of democracy. This, curiously, is not the original Greek idea of democracy which basically is the rule by an elite group of citizens over all others. Nevertheless, the idea of one-person-one-vote system is now widely considered as essential for democracy and is even taken as the absolute prerequisite of democracy.

However, the fact is that the one-person-one-vote election does not necessarily created a society that is peaceful, just, equitable and prosperous. In many democracies around the world, despite the admirable idealism, power is concentrated in the rich and the influential elite. Majority rule severely tramples on the rights of myriad minority groups, inequality is rampant, land ownership and the economy is controlled by the tycoons and their private corporations, and poverty is still prevalent despite a social welfare system that is specifically set up to ameliorate the stark inequality.

Even the European Union, the model conglomerate of democracy, is struggling to balance disparate national interests, and deal with the issues of inequality and the Commission-level bureaucratic over-dominance and regulations.
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Chapter 2. Charade of Universal Suffrage
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The euphemism of the one-person-one-vote election is the high-sounding slogan of universal suffrage. However, in truth, there is nothing universal about it. In all the one-person-one-vote elections that are conducted around the world, the votes are given only to a select group of people known as citizens, They may comprise up to two-thirds of the population in many countries. And even among the citizens, only those above 21 or 18 years of age are eligible to vote. This effectively reduces the proportion by another one-third or so. Beyond that, there are the mentally and physically ill people and the criminals and poverty-stricken people who are most likely unable or are somehow prevented to vote. Add to these those citizens who are not interested or are sick and tired of the whole absurd political theatre who consciously choose not to vote, the proportion of qualified voters in the population are further reduced. All this cast serious doubts on the real meaning and purpose of universal suffrage and how universal it really is.

So, the universal suffrage that is so vehemently touted by all manners of activists, ranging from the ridiculously very young, to the smug young adults, to the obsessively willful middle-aged, and to the stubborn old, is really just a charade. In most countries around the world today, the voting rates in most elections among qualified voters are mostly below 60%, and if all those who, by the very design of the system are kept out of the election are counted, the real participation rate would most likely be well below 30%. How does that make the election representative of the will of the people? 

So, however the term people is defined, this is a truly intended travesty that is totally unrepresentative. Do non-citizens have no say at all? Do the young have no rights? Do the disenfranchised and silent segment of the population have no place in the equation at all?

Even if the number game is accepted to be woefully distorted, and even if the results are seen as not truly representative, the biggest problem of this brand of real democracy is that the losers in the elections have been totally disenfranchised. By losing by a slim margin of say 49 to 51% in such an unrepresentative contest, they are now left out of government and out of the power equation. So, even though those on the losing side have the votes to cast and have voted, they might as well not have voted because whoever they supported did not end up forming the government, and whoever they were against most certainly did. 

So, paradoxically, for the outvoted minorities, the existence of universal suffrage would not do anything to improve their political right or to bring their political utopia any closer.

This makes it a real tragedy or ironic comedy for all those dissidents who had insisted that people needed universal suffrage at the top of their priorities, more important than the state of the economy, more important than health and education issues, more important than environmental protection, and even more important than sustainability, climate change, safety and security. The fact is that even if they and the people they supported had and enjoyed universal suffrage, they could still have been left out of the power structure by the slimmest margin of defect, and remained in the political wilderness with no power, no say in the way the country is run and in the way policies are made. Is it not the most perverse end result of having a country ruled by a group of politicians that probably only 30% of the people in the country had voted for? Is universal suffrage not a charade in this most ironic and tragic way?

It would have been more useful and productive for these fanatical universal suffrage activists to put their energy into solving pressing issues in their own communities. Better still, it would have been much more useful if they look into more important issues facing humankind, such as peaceful coexistence of nations and peoples, sustainability in development, and the terrible threat of climate change. Contrary to what these activists might think, solving all these urgent and existential issues of humankind does not require universal suffrage as a prerequisite.

Most importantly, people should never forget that it was by the "one-person-one-vote" and "universal suffrage" type of democracy that Hitler rose to power in Germany before World War II.
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Chapter 3. The Democracy Illusion
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If one examines the concept of democracy critically and dispassionately, one can see that real democracy is but an illusion. This is because while the basic assumption of democracy is that everybody has an equal vote, the outcome may not be so equal for everybody. In every "real" democracy, majority rules, and a slim majority may overrule the objection of a large minority or a coalition of minorities, and act blatantly only in the interest of the slim majority. So it is really not such a fair political system after all if the principle of majority rule is carried to the extreme.  

However, one may ask why is it not a fair system if the system is supposed to benefit the largest number of people? How else can we address the differences of interests and opinions among the population and the different segments of the population?

Why is it not right to accept the will of the majority when everyone has a vote? Why can't the minority submit to the views of the majority? Why then is this not acceptable or not equitable in many democratic countries that this has led in many instances to exploitation, turmoil and conflict?

The reason is simple. It is that after the election result is known, everything still depends on who becomes the ruler and who calls the shots. The ruler from the winning majority may be totally unsympathetic to the needs of the losing minorities and may implement policies that benefit only the winning majority and his party supporters. So, in the "real" democracy of one-person-one-vote election and the inevitable majority rule, It really becomes a stark case of winner takes all.
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Chapter 4. Injustice of Democracy
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Those who are still not clear about the serious consequences of this majority rule injustice need only to look at how politics and power in USA, UK and Europe are wielded by the elected politicians often in ways that are biased, unprincipled, and sectarian in their very nature. 

Such powerful politicians are a real danger to their people and to world peace. They are concerned only with their own interests and those of their supporters. Their selfishness and obsessions have made the world divided and wracked by many man-made conflicts. They have created environmental crisis and climate change. They have waged wars. And they have caused serious sustainability issues for the Earth and for the whole of humanity.

Certainly, all these Western democracies and their self-centered politicians have a lot to answer for in terms of all the irreparable damages that they had caused to the natural environment, and to the livelihood of billions of people in poor countries all over the world in the last few centuries.
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Chapter 5. The Sins of Western Democracies
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Among the many politicians in the Western democracies, the instinct for self-aggrandizement is so strong and their superiority complex is so overwhelming that they habitually behave like big bullies towards other countries and cultures. They have no qualms about interfering with and threatening other countries from their supposedly moral high horse of perfect democracy, and their own brand of human rights and personal freedom.

Even in an advanced democracy like the UK, even at a time when they should be focusing on how to make the best of their dangerous "Brexit" and on mitigating the ravages of the Covid-19 Pandemic, the aging politicians there still cannot resist the urge to behave like colonial masters and are bent on criticizing China over the governance of Hong Kong which they had ruled for over 155 years before returning it to China. It is almost comical that in early June 2020, seven of UK's former Foreign Minsters have gotten together to write an open letter to the UK Prime Minister to ask him to appeal for international help to pressure (bully) China over the issue. As the political poker game of "call my bluff" ratchets up, the UK PM is threatening China that UK would consider liberalizing its citizenship law to take in millions of dissident Hong Kong refugees if China were to implement its national security law.

If one wants to be cynical, perhaps the British calculation is that if they cannot tow Hong Kong island to the Falklands, then they can at least
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