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WHAT SORT OF SOCIETY SHOULD WE LIVE IN?
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Humans have grown beyond the simple basic necessities to develop a social structure. There are four main pillars that support any society. Simply put they are: leadership or governance, education, justice and equity. Failure in one or more of these can lead to social tension and upheaval. The difficulty is getting the balance right given the inherent nature of different individual wants and needs. We strive towards a utopian existence but are held back by our often dystopian attitude towards others.

There have been so many attempts to draft the perfect societal structure but the one main factor all have not taken into account is the fact that we are dealing with human beings. Humans are competitive, greedy and selfish. Team work is not an inbuilt part of human DNA. It needs to be taught. So does selflessness. These two aspects would help to unite people so that a long-lasting society could be developed and not be held together by force and oppression.

Leadership/governance

As in many of the more primitive tribes, there are two seats of power. One is the leader of the tribe and the other is the spiritual adviser/witch doctor. Little has changed in the so called more civilized societies. In some it is less obvious. In some the religion may be the worship of money but it all works the same. There is governance and there is marketing of that governance otherwise known as propaganda. Governance is all about establish laws for the society but often those laws are there to maintain those leading in that role. The marketing of the governance is done through religion and education and again these are used to maintain those leading in that role. In hindsight the rise and rule of Hitler was the most blatant use of that. He used his diatribes and the Propaganda Ministry to conform people to his beliefs. He used laws and the heavy enforcement of those laws to suppress any opposition to those beliefs. Then he set out to conquer the world and get others to follow his dogma at any price. It is a practice that had been used in the past but never to such an extent.

So which ism is the best? Capitalism promotes scientific development and improvement in material things. Communism in its purest form has some of the essential structures that provide a working and workable society but the practical application of it is always riddled with corruption. Socialism, which falls somewhere between the two, is a compromise that leaves out the best of both, but retains the worst of both. For the past century there has been the push for democracy, the one person one vote system but the governments elected by this are just as open to corruption as any other. The equal vote is a fallacy anyway. Party politics ends up making a mockery of it in many nations. The propaganda prior to an election leaves many voters unsure of what and who they are voting for. The voters themselves bring to the table all their own prejudices and self-interest and that can taint the election process as they may not be looking at what is best for society as a whole. Those elected do not need to follow the wishes of their electorate once elected and can push their own wheelbarrows and agendas as they see fit. If voters were better educated in what could and should be, then there may be a chance of true democracy. Currently it is a falsehood, yet one that democratic countries will wage war upon others for. If there is a dictatorship, even a benevolent one, many democratic nations will find reasons to intervene or invade and thrust their form of governance on that country, especially if there is monetary gain in it.

The issue of adversarial government is often raised. Advocates of it say that it increases debate and thus better outcomes are gained. In practice that is not always the case. In essence it means that the notion of winning and losing comes to the fore. This plays into the hands of those seeking power rather than ways of benefitting society itself. It doesn’t encourage consensus of all who may be elected, but pits teams against each other. It plays to the baser instincts of mankind. Some nations have more civilized debates but the outcome is much the same as those that don’t. Generally, the community suffers through inaction, slow decision making, horse-trading and corruption. Ideology often stymies practical solutions.

Education 

Education has been suggested as the means of breaking out of poverty and rising up the totem pole of society. However, privilege breeds privilege in society and those who have higher bank balances can buy better education for their children because education too is a commodity that has a price. Children from poorer areas attend poorer funded schools which generally attract lesser qualified teachers and so the upward spiral of improving your position in society for the majority is far shallower unless you have sponsorship, extreme talent or wealthy parents. For years, man’s desire to explain the mysteries of life have relied heavily on the mystical. Science and a greater understanding of the world and universe around us have increased and religion has in the main adapted to these advances. The more we know, the less we know, but the more we need to know. Religion fills that void and as such educates us through faith.  Whilst many will argue that theirs is the one true religion and attempt to convert or subvert in the name of their deity, there are many common understandings between the religions of the world that could and should form the basic social laws for all. However, like in politics corruption is manifest and the wisdom of our forebears is easily translated into what best suits those in power. In many religions the teachings have been gathered together in very patriarchal times and women were treated as lesser beings. In some religions, particularly fundamentalist sectors, little has changed despite today’s greater understanding of what everyone can contribute regardless of gender and the words from the past are used to subjugate and retain privilege. When religion enters and controls the education of the young it merely reinforces the stereotypical roles and snuffs out desires to question. Religion throughout history has worked hand in glove with those in power to maintain oppression. Nations have risen and fallen based on religion alone. The crusades of the Middle Ages used religion as an identifying factor in what was in effect a power struggle. Little has changed in the Middle East today, but the underlying reason for the unrest is no longer just a desire for land that is more fertile but the wealth that goes with the mineral rights for the land. Religious bodies would be far less antagonistic if they looked at what different religions had in common, not what they don’t.

Justice

There is a tendency to associate the word justice with the word law. Laws are an important structure that provide parameters for human behaviour. But justice is determined by the acceptance by the populace that fairness is at the heart of the laws. In different tribes, states and nations, laws are also very different. No-one has got them right. Importing or imposing a set of laws doesn’t work because the community does not own them, feels they have not had a say in developing them and will rebel against them. The enforcement of those imposed laws is almost certain to initiate conflict. Laws do need to be enforced equally and fairly. Justice needs to be kept separate from government. Policing of the laws needs to be kept separate from the other two. Without this separation of powers, faith in the justice system will quickly be lost. Laws need to be challenged to prove they are needed and are just. However, the means of challenging those laws needs to be an inbuilt part of the justice system or that system will ultimately fail.

One of the sad traits of humans is that for most of their lives many believe that they are the centre of the universe. They cannot see the bigger picture. What would be fair and just for someone else would be an abhorrence if applied to themselves. The idea that one law applies to all is important but just as important is that one punishment should not always apply to all. Each breach of the law should be judged on its merits because each circumstance is different. Privilege or wealth should not be able to buy you a better outcome. Such actions will drive a lack of faith in the legal system. That fact that those who peddle their wares as legal advocates and make grossly disproportionate income for their advice is a sad indictment on a legal system that has made itself too complicated for the good of the bulk of society.

Equality

Humans need to know that they have a role and that what they do is valued by others. This gives a sense of purpose. Many so-called lesser creatures already have those things in place and their society is not built like a house of cards as human society is. The need for power, status and wealth has gradually increased since the dawn of mankind and they have beleaguered almost all societies over time. The notion that everyone is created equally, has equal opportunities and play an equal part in society is a myth that is pedalled by those in a higher station wanting to cement their power base. It is an idyll that is used to both calm and stir the masses. Simply by paying people different wages and making life more difficult for those in need displays this. Those who sweep gutters are held in more disdain than those who cure the ill. Yet both are important to make a functioning society. We embed social differences though wealth and we entrench them through laws which favour those higher up the pecking order.

In a capitalist society there is a material driven approach in play. Commodities owned by individuals are a measure of their worth and have become the status symbol. Yet so few of the very wealthy make real contributions back into the society that has allowed them the sort of lifestyle they lead. They have the money to find ways to rort tax systems so that they can retain their wealth. Even their charitable donations are used to curb the impact tax has on their accumulated wealth. Wages and income are not in-line with the real contributions that individuals make to a society in a capitalistic world. However, the notion that everyone should be paid the same wage is decried because it would not encourage growth of an economy and only encourage sloth and dependency.  Entrenched in most people’s upbringing is the knowledge that certain occupations are of far less importance than others. Yet are they in reality?  Why is a teacher or a nurse held in much lower esteem than a stockbroker who merely gambles on future profits of companies? The answer to the latter is that has been the status quo for such a long time and it suits those higher up the social scale to keep it that way.

The argument can be made that society now has a safety net for those who are in need. It wasn’t always so but does the safety net go far enough? Homelessness is on the increase in first world countries despite rises in gross domestic product. The reason is these societies’ profiles encourage the rich to get richer and the divide between the poor and rich to expand. In many poorer countries there is no safety net. The poor are deemed not worth saving. In a twenty first century world of globalisation, poorer people have become more expendable on a wider basis. Richer nations, multinationals and individuals see those less well off as further victims to exploit. There is enough wealth of food, water and money to look after everyone in the world, but there is not enough wealth of compassion, understanding and humanity to do that. What many in society would see as necessary services and items to survive in today’s world are not egalitarian or universally obtainable.

In the past revolutions have begun because of the inequality that is perceived by the majority. Some have been peaceful and others have been devastating. Hitler only came to power because Germany was plunged into destitution because they lost the First World War. France’s famous revolution was a case of the rich wanting to have the cake and eat it to, leaving the peasants hungry. The demise of apartheid in South Africa was far more peaceful but nevertheless for the same reasons. Major flare ups around the world have the same underlying issues: a feeling of inequality that challenges the status quo; a feeling of being undervalued by those who seem to have everything including the power to make things better.

In the health system, as in the education system, money talks. Housing, access to transport and communication, recreational facilities and secure employment and thus food on the table are inextricably linked to money and status. As mentioned before, the legal system is also another perfect example of this. Money buys you a better legal team and you more often than not get a better outcome.

So, in a better society would it be better to have government, judiciary, religion and education all in step with each other? Given Hitler combined them all to such a devastating effect perhaps it would be wise to learn from the past and keep them as separate as possible.
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WHY DON’T PEOPLE THINK LIKE I DO?
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We have enough wealth throughout the world that no one needs to live in poverty, so why do we spend it on armaments and defence? We seem to want to keep what we have and not lose our own materialistic belonging as we try to gain more. Why is there a cultural divide between rich and poor? We have created the need to own land to determine our status in society. How much wealth is enough anyway? Nowadays we believe that wealth and the value of a person are determined solely by material possessions and bank balances, and that is how they are remembered after they have passed away. What they leave behind as a legacy should be more than just what is distributed to their heirs in terms of money.

Why do people commit crimes that are blatantly wrong by normal society standards? I’m not talking about those who don’t know or understand right from wrong, but those who do and choose to commit crimes. Genocide, murder and executions are committed by societies and individuals simply because life is an expendable item. It is for some the solving of a problem, others a religious or national doctrine and somehow for others it has become a pleasurable experience. At times there seems no sanctity of human life, no value put on it. We condone theft that is white collar crime. For years assault in the home has been labelled as domestic violence and been accepted. Historically religious bodies have been above the law. No taxes are paid and what otherwise would be criminal cases in lay society are hushed up, covered up and dealt with by religious authorities.

Why do we choose as leaders of our nations some of the least capable of leading and some who will lead us down the wrong path? War and the decimation of cultures have been proven to be so damaging to human civilization over centuries, yet we learn nothing from history. Our elected leaders seem all too ready and gung-ho to play the child like bully and claim we have to defend ourselves often by attacking those who are least capable of defending themselves. They lead from the rear and send our young out, often to sacrifice their lives without knowing why. Are people too disinterested, feeling too powerless and disenfranchised to make better choices for leadership? Are they too involved in their own lives? Are they too busy living on a hand to mouth existence?

Why do laws and religious and cultural practices determine who is a fit and proper person within our society? Throughout history discrimination has led to rebellion, uprisings and war. Are some people created more equal than others? It seems everyone gets a turn to be discriminated against and many have lots of turns. Women, indigenous people, those of different colour race or creed, non-heterosexuals, the poor, the young, the old.... where is the logic in that? To create a feeling of our own importance, humans find someone else to denigrate.

Why do babies and children die? What sins have they committed? Are they being punished for other people’s sins? We have across the world enough scientific understanding, knowledge and capacity to alleviate many of the childhood illnesses and exposure to famine, yet we choose not to share because there is no financial gain for us, or are told that it is not in our best interests. Companies rape and plunder the wealth of smaller nations for their own gain, leaving behind civil unrest and a population that is barely above subsistence level. We turn a blind eye to this looting because it is done by legitimate businesses who show little compassion for those that are left in poverty, particularly children. With that poverty, often comes disease, malnutrition and the whole thing becomes a downward spiral.

Why are people being denied an open minded, secular education that encourages the asking of questions and one that does not instil just answers that blatant propaganda and lies? Controlling what people hear and see, learn and think, seems to be an obsession for those who have the power to do it. It reaffirms their own destiny, but pays little credence to the separate and possible potential of those that are being taught. Many of the young merely become clones of or subservient to their elders simply because they know no different. Their ignorance is bliss for those seeking control. National pride can become fanaticism. Religious observance can become
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