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ABSTRACT

Democracy has replaced communism and socialistheagcon of Utopia in the last two decades since
the collapse of Soviet Union. Since then, the deata@cadvocates is getting bolder and more confiden
in their conviction.

However, in the writers' opinion, their understargdof democracy is based on a lot of myths without
much deliberation. The general public are not wdlbrmed of the practical problems arising from a
series of internal conflicts including the definiti of citizens (boundary problem of political rights,
justice and righteousness vs majority rulgrranny of majority problem) , economic growth vs
distribution under democracypolarization problem/economic rights problem political ethic and
competence of government officials under universaffrage (hypocrisy problem , protection of
minority interest vs general will (control of self government problem, private rights vs public good

(common pool resources problgm administrative efficiency vs balance of powéefficiency
problem , hegemony of propaganda vs public surveillariggormation problem , quality of people
as prerequisite in practicing democragnorality problem , etc.. In history and modern world,
numerous factual evidences have manifested thabd®ty only brings about endless chaos or even
civil wars in a country instead of the promisedause before the domestic people are well prepamed
equipped with proper knowledge in dealing with thieresaid problems of democracy and in the
presence of a favorable international environment.

Though the western democratic countries have sowetteveloped some theories and practical
mechanisms to tackle these problems in the lastdenturies, not all of them are solved. HoweMer, i
seems that they only propagate to the world the pramitive concepts of democracy and apotheogize i
as a universal political system applicable to &cps in the world regardless of their social, ecoical

and political background. Those pro-democracy @tivare motivated to take a tougher stance in
fighting for the reform. The writers did not denlyeir tiredness over the political debate of vague
ideological concepts. They provide myth bustingdemces as well as rationales to uncover the
ridiculousness of this simple but dangerous undedihg of democracy and maintain that the ideals of
democracy including equality, justice and humarhtrigre indeed the common goals shared by most
political ideologies. The divergence is most prdpathe result of different views on method of
implementation and/or the containment of corruptafnpower. When democracy is kidnapped by
ambitious politicians or extremists, it can be amgkrous as other radicalisms for various kinds of
corruption. Therefore, the writer expects to vaice the aspiration of some ordinary residents falireg

the meaningless debate over ideologies.
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PREFACE

The writing of this article was inspired by a ptealiscussion on WhatsApp among a social group who
are all old university graduates possessing gooowladge and rich social experience. To the
astonishment of most people, an overwhelming gigepment to the pan democracy allies and
tiredness of the endless political quarrels weteretl. A majority of their views were deviated frone
perception of ordinary people which seems to adifmétt the main stream of public opinion is
overwhelmingly biased to the pan democracy allia@igviously, it is too heavy for Hong Kong people,
especially intellectuals, to discuss politics oganla rational manner under the current politdahate

if they have just a little doubt over the viability rationality of democracy as advocated by those
activists who claim themselves democrats. A laheim appear to be tough and solid; they simplyato n
accept deviant views. Politics is thus too hotgeople who have their own belief to handle. Tra fe
of the blame and accusation of being "fifty cer(t&"=&, a nickname for the secret opinion agent of the
communist party) makes people feel like bearingmipearable heaviness when telling their true tiigki
which involve doubt about democracy. Some peohlgs tchoose to remain silent. However, as
depicted in a famous dictum: "Power tends to cdrrépsolute power corrupts absolutely”, the law fo
accusing authoritarian leadership is ironically lagable to all temporal powers including democrats
once they becomes a dominant force, no matter whatha formal and institutional establishmentror a
informal and non-institutional pressure group.

Pro-Democracy advocates have occupied the mord grgund all over the world since 90s. In
addition to the explicit and implicit support fraime world's most powerful allies which expressivahyl
explicitly claims themselves democratic countridgthvtheir discourse powefz53EH) , "democracy”

is apotheosized to be an ethical icon gaining uditmmal trust of people. Regrettably enough,ight

of its dominant position in the grand political @& pro-democracy advocates have become tougher,
more aggressive and tend to be over confidentam telief. The radical faction does not hesitateise
extreme means including violence to achieve th@msa However, it should be noted that the
contemporary western culture, before that watergheitheline, encountered severe confidence cisis
the post war period. On the contrary, socialismnegai popular support among youths due to the
corruption of the capitalist class. Proletariattaiorship was not deemed anything evil but a necgss
means to curb the exploitation of capitalists opeasants and workers who were equivalent to the
current vulnerable social groups. When teachinGWHK, scholar Mr Mou Zongsa#sts= —4) had

told his students that "anyone under 30 who didostieve in socialism was not promising yet anyone
over 30 who still believed in socialism must beigmorant.” To our best understanding of his dicthmn,
intended to advise his students not to fall inte thap of radicalism mutated from idealism while
upholding their ideal. Now the political climatettally reversed. "Socialism" as a token of ideas$
been replaced by "democracy”. As a matter of facty there are too many myths about democracy
which may convince the activists and their follogvéw believe in the logic of "ends justify meansta
drive them to escalate their fight for justice fromid activities into radical actions.

It seems that the circulation of the myth of demacgris more extensive in those places without
democratic culture. In the western democratic ties) people express their concern about the
dilemma of democracy more than saying that itfisudtless model because people have long beerglivin
with governments claimed to be democratic. Theytlaus familiar with their political systems and bav
empirical experience in the inherent defects of tlenocratic government. Even ordinary people
understand that there must be a trade off betwempublic good and private interest. Some peopdm ev
query if their regime is still a democratic govermhor an aristocracy of "neo rich". Certainly, marf
them are also convinced that democracy is stilkebethan all other systems in spite of all its
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shortcomings due to their ignorance, arroganceathyg about the outside world.

It is understood that the younger generationshersio-called Y generation in fashionable terms, who
have witnessed the corruption and failures of singarty system in practical situations are driven t
embrace the other side by their disappointmentraseintment to the shortcomings of one side. Aldo t
older generations, i.e. the X generation, exceptesbardliners who are preoccupied with prejudiaes o
those who are assigned of political mission foirtpeculiar personal identity, they are relativeigre
reserved and skeptical of all ideologies on accafiiheir empirical experience in the corruptionadif
political systems including democracy in spite it attractiveness as theoretical models of Utopia
With no doubt, there are also or even more mybmisingle party system but its defects have been
almost thoroughly exposed and myths busted by aflactual evidences in the last few decades. Some
of these countries migrate to multi-party systemfetv of them remain unchanged. The remaining
regimes of single party system have been strugdjarg to restore their integrity by undergoing vas
reforms. Up to this moment, in view of the post-denatization development of those countries
choosing "shock therapy", it is still too early aod optimistic for the pro-democracy advocateslém
victory over their rivals who have been proven lstdry to be their strong competitors for more than
two thousands years.

It can be foretold that the arguments revealedis article may cause some pro-democracy advocates
and their "fans" feeling uneasy, unpleasant or emggry. As a matter of fact, we have withhold this
article for almost half year and tried to refinadr @iews through iterative deliberations. Howewehen

the losers of elections and their supporters ingEgyhailand and Ukraine declared their "nth" vigtof
democracy again after they successfully forcedrtigevernment chiefs who took their offices by
universal suffrage to step down by means of a sefeuprisings and violent confrontations, we feel
more certain of our conviction that fanatical belie democracy without awareness of its inherent
defects and preconditions only brings people esdiésasters instead of well beings. We hope ouhmyt
busting inquiries into the theoretical foundatioh @emocracy can facilitate people with more
informations for analyzing its pros and cons sot@snhance the quality of debate and somehow
contribute to trigger a more rational and healtieyedopment in the pursuit of democracy in its ideal

type.

Page: 3
Ref.: um-blogger/20140501/Myths of Democracy



1. DEFINITIONSAND METHODOL OGY

1.1 Definition:

A few decades ago, Hong Kong was an economic @denity where most people were apathetic to
politics. Now it has rapidly transformed into aifioll arena occupied by high profile political &etts.

We have no intention to underestimate or despieetiitical knowledge of the general public but we
have good reasons to suspect if our society haplaisticated political culture to cope with thisdden
change in such a short period of time. It takesartban two thousands years for the western world to
perfect its theory of democracy and takes more fhancenturies for the western countries to depelo
their own practical political systems to accomplisé ideas as set forth in this ideology which ioaged

and prevailed for a relatively short period of timeancient Athens more than two thousand years ago
since the French revolution in France and theyglevolution in Britain. It is also well understotitat
they choose democracy not because they deem ifecpsystem but because it is thought to be the le
or least harmful political system among all withimeir scope of knowledge and experience as a
historical descendancy in a specific social anducal context. They call politics the "necessaryl"ev
which implies that the scale of political activibyght to be minimized for its very nature of aditgro
individual rights though they do not perform wellreality.

We have done even worse as more and more peopladdneated to take part in political movements.
Some people including teenagers have become addiotgolitics and fanatic to certain ideology
without knowing their harms to our society. Singapbas outperformed us in the creation of tangible
wealth in the last decade while a group of so@atlers successfully shift the focus of our sodietthe
pursuit of political ideal. With a population ofrhillion in contrast to the 7 million population éfong
Kong, Singapore has surpassed our city in thewastears in terms of GDP which means a 30% lead in
the per capita GDP. Being ordinary residents, welditike to ask if the "enriched" political life ba
brought us any intangible enjoyment which can affse setback in economic growth. On account of the
endless political debates and incessant propageai@aigns conducted by political activists, people
now seem to be quite familiar with the politicainénology. However, we wonder how many people can
really understand and differentiate among varioolitipal ideologies and all their associated poéti
concepts as tabulated in the following list.

Anti-intellectualism 5% 338
Aristocracyi# e B h
Authoritarianismzi i 15
Autocracy FEkBiE
Check and Balancéi /7 ifilféi
Collectivism £E88 + 3%
Communismdk:  £3¢
Constitutional Monarchy: = 3575
Democracy £+
-Democracy advocates: = 5154

-Democracy Supporterss - £
-Pan Democratic AlliestZ E =1 7
-Direct Democracyﬁ%ﬁi

-Representative Democradiizk [ E
Despotism &G
Dictatorship& ifil]
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Elite #& 5=

Evolution (vSRevolutio) 7#it, 1L (vs Hrn)
ExclusivisdExclusionism#E4t 325
Extremistradicalistifii 1 F& 4

FreedonV Liberty H FH
Fundamentalistl 2 F £

Hegemony/ Hegemonism; /75 i -3¢
Human Rights Af¢

Ideology & ik fiE

Individualism & A 3= 2§

Internationalisn{sd B 3= Fe

International Socialist Movemef&l B3 #H & 3= 75 E &)
Legal positivism and legal realism

Majority Rule
Majority, Tyranny of

Monarchya'é’zﬁﬂ

Monism B¢ 3

Nationalism Fik 5%

Oligarchy ZEEHETR
Pan-legalism{Z {EHE 37

People's Democratic Central Systes F&ES 3= £E H il
People's Democratic Dictatorshif FG G 3= BLEL
Political NeutralityBZ {5 - 37
PopulismFoFF: £ 75

Proletariat Dictatorship [k SLEL
Pluralism 27T 5%
Radicalismifi i 5 7%
Reformismed &2 £ 7§

Revolution iy

Rule by Law {&KE TR

Rule by Person /Rule by Decréelt
Rule of Law V£V

Separation of Powetft£ /] 43 37
Separatismﬁ:?%ﬁi%

Shock TherapyEs 1B
Socialismf L& 3= %

Social Contract & 24

State of Naturdd X fE

Terrorism 24 3= F§
TotalitarianismEE 48 1= 75

Treason #X

Unilateralism B 3% 2%

Universal Suffragel% i3
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Universal_valuets {H:{E fif
Utilitarianism ZhFI] 75 75

People may regard the above list as a preliminagjlenge to their political knowledge. Hyper linkse
inserted in the hypertext version of this artiotedirect the above terms to Wikipedia for the basic
interpretations. Sadly but true, the English litgrand knowledge of a significant portion of lopalople
including some university graduates are not capableading the raw materials on political and abci
issues written in foreign languages and most aftlde not have direct experience in the social dife
western society but mass are very often flatterggdliticians to be smart and righteous especially
during the time of election. Perhaps our frankmaag provoke a lot of people but we must tell thehtr
though it is discouraging. Their understanding leé political theories and western countries relies
heavily on the "second hand" information providguthe reporters, columnists, commentators, scholars
and prominent activity leaders who have strongipas®r western civilization but little understandi

or recognition of the Chinese culture and history account of their education background, life
experience, social network or else reasons. Basedw personal experience, too many people
comprehend political issues or ideologies simpbnfrthe literal meaning of textual content and make
their jJudgment too soon before they know the gemaimnnotation of the concept involved. Some of the
terms actually do not really carry a value judgmasitpeople perceived. Such impetuous manner has
generated a lot of myths on which their knowledgdaunded. For examples, democracy is always
thought to carry a positive meaning while autocrasgociates with a negative connotation. In faath b
terms are originated from ancient Greek languagedé&scribing the power structure of government
without value judgment. On the contrary, in Plateisw, philosopher king which was exactly an
autocratic system by nature was deemed to be tlseé optimal form of government. Another example is
individualism, which receives high valuation in wexs culture but is usually associated with setfeds

in Chinese society. Instead of chanting empty siegancompassing numerous vague political concepts,
we deem that fair, objective, sensible, serioub rasponsible discussion may ehance the genesl lev
of knowledge of the general public which will hétpdevelop a stable and democratic political stmect

In the following discussion, we will try our besi apply the above mentioned terms to analyze the
relevant subject matters strictly according tortigenuine meanings.

By and large, pride or prejudice tend to hinder #malytical power of a person regardless of his
education and social background. In this senseamgeneither wiser nor richer than our predecessors
after the two-decades long turbulent quest foidbeelogical ideal.

1.2 Methodology

Quoting references is a usual approach in writingosis article or research paper. Pro-democracy
advocates are used to resort to the authority ehtgpolitical thinkers like Plato, Aristotle, Saint
Augustine, Locke, Hobbs, Montesquieu, Rousseau,fetdhe theoretical grounds of their proposition
and quote western democratic countries as suctgssdatical examples. However, citation can be
selective and biased. The discussion on the inh@reblems of democracy and its failures in pradtic
environment in the history and modern world areyweten intentionally or unintentionally neglected.
Maybe they sincerely think that these problems Haeen resolved or insignificant. However, we deem
that it is unethical to provide the public only amsplete information as the knowledge base for ngakin
their judgment. Hence, we will employ a more diraetl intuitive approach by:

1. pointing out the inconsistency of their logic aticule in the reasoning process;
2. providing well-known historical facts and curressues that refute their views; and
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3. giving counter examples that rebut the applicabilf democracy based on our personal
observation and empirical experience.

Our rationale is simple. At first, logical incongacy as mentioned in the first approach is a ftdsery
killer. It refutes a proposition or theory withotite need of any proof. Secondly, theory without the
support of practical example is merely the fantalspedants. As to ordinary people, facts speakdoud
than words, including those revealed by persorsudtiority. Most of them are convinced to believe in
democracy by the power and wealth of western deaticorountries more than the intellectual concepts
of democracy per se. Therefore, we do not think tesorting to the authority by massively citing th
words or sayings of great thinkers or practitiongrgdispel the myths is a sound idea. Instead, we
provide counter examples to show the boundary afiateacy. Except direct experience, well known
facts are objective and uncontroversial evidentagy are self-evident or self-explanatory withdug t
need for any endorsement from any person of auyhati least they illustrate that democracy in pice
may not be universally applicable under all circtanses but sometimes makes situation worse off.

We must emphasize that we do not repel the citatfaeferences or source information. In most &f th
cases, citation is able to enhance the reliabdity persuasive power of a theory. For example, we
recommend to readers the work of Alexis de Tocdleeyll805-1859), who was a French political
thinker in 19th century(Note 1.1). He was neitheraati-American or anti-democracy scholar. Instead,
his book "Democracy in America" in two volumes idl svidely quoted and referred by Americans in the
study of politics and sociology. But his work iretitly reflects that democracy is neither a faudtles
theory nor a perfect form of government in practicén his era, democracy as an legendary form of
government prevailing in the city state of Athemsancient Greece had been revitalized to be a
competing political system against monarchy aftemd¢p shelved by all political practitioners and
theorists in Europe since the collapse of Gredseadvocates encountered numerous queries anésattac
from the conservative. Tocqueville told the worllh\hAmerican managed to fix these inherent problems
in their own way based on his close observatiowia trips to America. For sure he believed that
American had found the key to success. His judgmeast deemed to be rather bold as USA was still at
most a remote regional power in comparison with dlte European Empires in terms of population,
cultural legacy, economic productivity and militgopwer except territory in that era. Furthermore, i
1861, a century after her independence and hattipeafter Tocqueville's high valuation, the so@ad
political conflicts of this new "democracy demoipat burst into a massive civil war which caused th
greatest war casualties of this country in histddpt until twenty century while the two Wars had
destroyed the traditional empires in Europe, USA hat grown into an strong power in the arena of
global politics as a proof for the advantages ohderacy. If we are objective and rational enougl, w
have reasons to affirm that there is still a longywor democracy pursuers to go even at this very
moment of writing.

Note:

1.1 Alexis de Tocqueville(1805-1859) and "Democracjmerica”
— Books:http://www.gutenberg.org/files/815/815-h/815-h.htm
— Biography: en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alexis_de_Tocqueville
www.gradesaver.com/author/alexis-tocqueville/
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End of Section 1
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2.AIMSOF THE ARTICLE

As stated in previous paragraphs, to bust the noftdemocracy is thus intended for the perfectibitso
real life application. Democracy has been condi@ésupreme” ideology among all. It seems that pro
democracy advocates have won all the debates imcakhsions with its ethical appealingness and
theoretical integrity. Nevertheless, it should e that the higher education level of pro-demogcra
advocates relative to their rivals is a double eladiord in the sense that their expressive poweetier

but perhaps the credit for their dominance in nadsthe debates should be given to their eloquence
rather than truth or logic. In history, there wé&ye many cases which can be quoted for illustratiogy
eloquent intellectuals failed in the practical eowment and ruined the affairs with which they were
dealing. We hope this article will achieve thedeling aims:

=

lllustrating why many people's understanding of deracy is actually based on mythical

informations;

2. Giving live or historical examples to show the dewbs arising from the practice of democracy:

3. Inquiring the prerequisites for the applicatiordemocracy;

4. Examining the implications of the above "re-disate®' of democracy on the development of
our society, culture and political system inclusiaed

5. Exposing the absurdity of most political debates@nfrontation among extremists on the two

utmost ends of the political spectrum.

Nobody can well master a theory and apply it tol lda situation if he does not recognize its
weaknesses. We do not mean that the intrinsicevafutheoretical democracy should be denied or
deem that some other ideologies must be even betiarever, if we believe in the value of democracy
in its ideal form, we should also keep our mindrop@d consistent with the underlying principles of
democracy which implies mildness, modesty, toleeamon-violence and sophistication for realizirgy it
limits and accepting deviant views. If anyone thih&t those people who do not agree with thewvie
are thus enemies or folk of enemies advocatingvalryi ideology, it just reflects that he or she is
adherent to monism or unitarianism instead of ttecjple of democracy being claimed.

End of Section 2
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3. ADHERENCE TO THE PRINCIPLE OF POLITICAL NEUTRALITY

We must also emphasize that busting the myths mibdeacy should not be interpreted as the violation
of the political neutrality principle we have uptidbr years as bloggers and the gesture biasedyto a
anti-democracy camp. On the contrary, we would lkikedispatch the aspiration of some ordinary
residents of this city for ending the ideology atedl confrontation among people over all socialess
with which ideological concepts can do nothing. W&enot believe that there is absolute neutrality on
account of the limitation of personal knowledge a&xgerience but we are very sure of our objectivity
towards various political ideologies as we areendugh to be eye witnesses of the disasters cduysed
radicalism based solely on fanatic beliefs in ¢erideologies. Frankly speaking, we are skepidalll

of them and feel tired of the meaningless debatr wague political concepts. All prevailing poldlc
ideologies must have their edges or they shoul@ wawnished over time for losing followers. Yet none
of them is unequivocally convincing to all peopleugh their "fans” do not think so. Moreover, all
ideologies including democracy, as expressivelyidded by Alexis de Tocqueville, will fail in real
life application without morality and faith.(Notel3

For a certain period of time, some political sc®land commentators had once believed that idexabgi
debate would end in the light that ideologies wayrimg or converging when Communist China resumed
normal diplomatic relation with USA and declareeé @idoption of open door policy since late 70s. The
historical development has proven that they were dptimistic. Since communist countries became
more pragmatic under the pressure of sluggish enanperformance, democracy has turned to be the
new icon of utopia among youths and its advocagz®ime more aggressive towards the followers of
other ideologies.

In fact, almost all the myths mentioned in the daling discussion can also be found in all political
systems other than democracy. The unjust behatitveccorrupted privileged class should definitiegy
condemned with reasons and evidences regardlediseoprevailing political system. However, the
deficiency of other political systems is not neeegsto mean that both the theory and practice of
democracy are faultless. For the same reasonhtirecemings of the prevailing democratic governraent
should not be singled out as evidences to dispeat@aslitical thought as a whole. Double standaukh
never be justified in making a fair comparison. Tuerent antagonistic political confrontation is sho
probably regarded as a strategy for pressurizirgy ébtablishment to make concession but it has
objectively planted the seed of radicalism in tbeisty which will ultimately weaken the rationality
basis of a social movement and give a good reasothé rise of radicalism on the counter side, thus
invoking a vicious cycle of escalating violencel péople are therefore losers in the end. Througtiau
discourse, the principle of political neutralityssll adhered and an appeal for tuning down thesioa

of political movement is expressed. The pursuih @forld without hostile ideologies is still theioiate
goal in our wish list.

Note:

3.1 Famous quote from Alexis de Tocqueville on Deraoy:

- Original script in EnglisiiThe health of a democratic society may be measoyedtie quality of
functions performed by private citizens.

- Source:
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thinkexist.com/quotation/the_health_of a_democratciety_may be/171516.html
www.goodreads.com/quotes/387446-the-health-ofraedeatic-society-may-be-measured-by
en.thinkexist.com/quotation/liberty_cannot_be_les&dhed without_morality/182428.html

www.gutenberg.org/files/815/815-h/815-h.htm

End of Section 3
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4. COMMONMYTHSIN DEMOCRACY THEORY

The myths of democracy and the problems conneotégetn we are going to point out in the following
paragraphs are not anything new or firstly discegtely us but thoroughly discussed in the work of
famous political thinkers who made valuable conifitn to the theorization and practice of democracy
They have attempted to fix the problems with vasi@pproaches instead of covering them up before
their people. Alexis de Tocqueville had made aywdetailed narration about the American way to
solve these problems which is now recognized asittieersal means to accomplish democracy in his
book "Democracy in America". Those people who dbtolerate any query or criticism to democracy
should read this work to see how their pioneelgsestrhard to deal with the inherent problems o$ thi
political system. The only difference between hid aur views lies only in his over optimistic semint
regarding the self-perfection capacity of the deratc system in comparison with our relatively more
critical manner. Nevertheless, only the simplesanireg of some vague concepts including freedom,
liberty, human right and social contract are idtrced and propagated to the rest of the world
purposely by some politicians despite many facayaiences manifest that the inherent problems of
democracy including hypocrisy, utilitarianism, iwdiualism, tyranny of majority (i.e. control of &el
government) and definition of qualified citizens(i.ooundary problem of political rights) are still
unresolved. Democracy thus become a fantasy sogimdirch better than it worth and mistaken to be the
Savior of those people living in miserable condis@utside the world of democracy.

4.1 Democracy as a "Multi-Party Political System” Deviced by Universal Suffrage of "One
Person OneVote"

Nobody can deny that the collapse of Soviet Unioth its aftermath effect on the fall of communisadol

in East Europe is a land-marking victory of capstal over communism in real life application.
However, little people bother to differentiate tH#ference between autocracy, totalitarianism and
oligarchy with dictatorship or despotism. As to mamuntries in Africa, Asia and Latin America, & i
controversial to claim that it was the victory andocracy over totalitarianism or oligarchy of whitie
former is always equated with multi-party systermiced by universal suffrage and the latter the Ising
party political system. They refuse stubbornly establish the multi-party system as defined and
endorsed by the Western Countries but only adait tthe victory should be attributed to the supésior
of market economy over central planned economy.celghey started to undergo massive economic
reforms. If we assess their performance in termsinacbme growth as well as living standard
improvement, many of them including PRC are ratharcessful, not to mention that many of them are
in strict and harsh conditions arising from thecsms of the western countries. Neverthelessens
that the success of economic development is urtaldatisfy those western countries and their folkis
their aims are not doubtless.

The rational basis of one person one vote systaheiprinciple of equality and majority rule. Ircally,

the wow for equality is more compatible to commuomithan capitalism pursuant to their underlying
philosophy. Once and again, the political realgyjoking people because those countries claiming
themselves the best democratic practitioners asecddly highly developed capitalist countries amd a
always the toughest members in fighting communiBne way they reconcile the conflict between the
equality promised by democracy and the scenariextteme inequality found under capitalist system is
interesting and important but little people are wnaf its significance. Usually, pro-capitalism gob-
democracy advocates replace equality with equigxplaining the reality of inequality among peoate

a result of fair competition. Surely the concept efuity which recognizes disproportionate
representation of economic rights and interest @roant of difference in capacities and contribution
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seems to perfectly solve the inconsistency proléndemocracy when combined with capitalism. Equal
opportunity is deemed to be the base line for [gapder democracy. However, if it is equitable for
someone to be "more equal” than others for thgesarity over others in the sphere of economic and
commercial activities provided that they are gitlkea equal opportunity, there comes another question
"Is it equally equitable for someone to have maag B the realm of politics pursuant to the same
principle?" The recognition of difference in cagg@nd contribution with equal political opportunés

the base line, if applied to political activitieshould produce the same result in the distributbn
political rights as in the realm of economic adtes. Obviously, this is not acceptable to mostloc
democratic advocates albeit this is the politieallity in many democratic countries(See also 4.6-4.8

) . They try to enlarge the application of universaffrage in solving social problems, making it a
routine decision making process.

It should be noted that those countries adoptirgaiesm or single party political system actually ot
refute the value of democracy but they try to aqash it in a different way to suit the context of
different countries on condition that collectivellvaf majority is well addressed and their well fogiis
prioritized in policy making and execution. Basedthis logic, proletariat dictatorship over cajts

is not a violation of democratic principle. Thenefpothe dispute over democracy and non-democracy
finally falls into the debate of multi-party systera single party system or universal suffrage vs-no
universal suffrage. In light of the asymmetry ofdistourse power'(53E#) , the everyday use of
the term " democracy” is "monopolized" by the cawmtp advocate universal suffrage and multi-party
system. People are used to call them the dempa@atiance and their rivals the non-Democracy
alliance. It does not mean that the democracy fisadeby them has been universally accepted.

Based on the views of western scholars, democradisivery native format is referred to the direct
democracy practiced by the citizens of Athens iciemt Greece, slave and foreigners exclusive.
Historical facts tell us that its content has beershaped and enriched over time. The process of
development is deemed to continue in the futurecaBse of the increasing complexity of human
society and the huge size of population, directatacy is not feasible for a big country even ia the
ancient world. Its experiment had discontinueeérafihe fall of Greece for almost two thousand years
until the enlightenment when the concept of repredeve democracy was established and put into
practice. Nowadays, the application of universéirage is still highly restricted to some peculissues

in special occasions. Indirect representation pragentative democracy is now adopted by almost all
democratic countries. Universal suffrage as a detimaking approach is just a myth. For instance,
not to mention the policies regarding trivial megtehe executive heads of western democratic cesnt
such as the US president may even declare war sganother countries without the permission of
Parliament and consent from the general publiautiinauniversal suffrage.

Regarding the election of political leaders, whiglihe core of the dispute and myth, not even tne"
person one vote" rule is always applied in demeri@auntries. The majority rule based on one person
one vote principle is merely a pre-occupied miseption for many people who draw their conclusion
on the ground of fanatic belief. For instance,ghesident of US can be elected by minority voteclhs

in contradiction to most people's belief in thecaten system of US. Before George Bush was eleitied
President of USA by minority votes for the disprdmmate representation of population by electars i
different constituencies, in a discussion, one of buddies was challenged by a group of youths
including some young teachers and students wheoltieéhem the possibility of the above mentioned
scenario. What frightened him much was that theyewswilling to validate and refused to study the
references he quoted simply because they thoughtrtey were absolutely right based on the supakfic
and incorrect knowledge they attained from the nmasslia. Actually, none of them had seriously
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studied the electoral system of US.

Multi party system as a precondition of democragyaiso a myth in logical and historical sense.
Political party was a newbie in the history of humsaciety. It was first invented and emerged inQLiro
America according to reliable documentary, 14 yedtsr the independence of USA. Therefore, it was
also a newbie with reference to the developmentleshocracy which emerged prior to multi party
system early in ancient Greece more than two thualssa/ears ago. Multi party system, being a
successive development of democracy, is in no avayecondition (a sufficient condition in logical
terms) for its predecessor. Some theorists are al@aut the logical deficiency of multi-party thgand

try to claim it the necessary condition of demogracr in simple terms, the inevitable result of
democratization instead. Yet the proposition implicadmit that the multi-party system is not a
prerequisite of democratization.

With reference to the practical environment, thos®Eminent western democratic countries which exhibi
higher political stability are usually dominated bgly a few political parties composing of members
having similar background, eg. more than half & Barliament members of USA are law professionals
or possessing a law degree. In all those westemodetic countries, most of the prominent political
elites come from a few universities such as Yalk ldarvard in US and Cambridge and Oxford in UK.
The divergence in policy issue among these padiestually very trivial and insignificant thoughety

try all their might to make themselves looking diffnt especially at the time of election. On the
contrary, those newly established democratic gowents after various color revolutions all suffernfr
problem of governance for the struggle among ternsven up to hundred of rivalry political parties o
which none can obtain wide and continuous publ@gpsut to run the government. Multi-party politics
becomes a curse for those new members joiningltifbeof democracy.

Theoretically speaking, democracy and single psystem is not totally repellant to each other prove
by history while multi-party system does not tota#xclude the possibility of the emergency of
aristocracy or oligarchy. The debate over the meahd demerits of various ideologies without
considering the social, cultural and historicisthground is thus meaningless. It can be foresesrthie
practical mode of democracy will keep evolving ofrere in the future.

4.2 Assurance of Justice Via the Rule of Law by Democracy

During the writing of this article, one of our buesl was busy chatting with a friend on anotheratire
discussing the possible resolution of a managemeatilem concerning both the staff and clients who
keep pursuing inappropriate privileges and arblyrarossing the red line defined by both the land a
ethics with their own will. To adhere to the comfidiality protocol, he was not provided too much
detailed information of the issue but we can be shat democratic approach was definitely not dne o
the considerations as all the behaviors were deembd delinquent or even against the law. Theyewer
just a group of selfish persons who trespassingdh@dden area beyond the border of sentiment and
rationality at the sacrifice of other people foe thttainment of self interest.

We did not know to what extent his opinion couldphleut at least he could show his spiritual suppmrt
comfort a desperate manager. From the issue, allyiowe are illustrated that popularity cannot and
should not replace rationality. An embarrassingug fact is that truth is always held in the hahd

a few wise persons who are worth their fame foirtimsight, competence and contribution to human
society instead of the mass or those traditionaé tdlood elites who inherit the power and privikege
from their family by order of succession and comganity. The majority rule may fail in arriving at
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righteous decision or judgmentSee also section 6.2.2

The absolutization of the principle of rule of lasvthus another myth bundled with democracy. People
are being hypnotized of the unequivocal advantagesile of law by the modern theorist of "pan-
legalism". However, even an ordinary person cantseehuman law can never be bestowed the same
status of natural law. Being ordinary people asl aweslmembers of SME, we have good reasons and
sufficient evidences to affirm that not all peophe fair before law as claimed under the prevaileual
system which is glorified by pro-west and pro-deracy advocates, and neither nor the prevailingllega
system adopted in the western democratic countiiralogous to the limit of democracy, the limit of
law is a serious topic worth consideration. Sasavas sentenced to death in a law court under a
democratic system in ancient Greece. The "red iridi@as slaughtered legally by the army of
democratic governments. The black African were wat, trafficked and enslaved by the white citizens
of democratic countries pursuant to the prevailawy. The majority of these democratic countrie® als
supported their governments to launch invasionotorgzation wars against the developing and under-
developed countries in the last five centuries. dlgively speaking, Justice is not assured to lnencon

to all people under the law made by the legislainigemocratic countries especially when democracy
simply equated with majority rule or the meaningcitizens excludes those people under their invasio
or exploitation. The former is referred to the If's®ntrol problem” and the later the "boundary
problem" for the practitioner of democracy. A farsosocial phenomenon called the "tragedy of
commons” is deemed to be an unresolved problempégilexes a lot of management theorists and
practitioners in managing common pool resourcethdfproblems are not handled properly, democracy
corrupts into the "tyranny of majority" or the "y of dominant class" under which the interst of
minority or vulnerable is undermined.

An equally annoying problem that corrupts the rafelaw is the tyranny of the "noisy and visible
minority” under which the mild and silent majorig/suffering. It is usually associated with theablf of
hypocrites who take advantages of the bitter egpeg of some victims of injustice and advocate high
sounding ethical concepts which make little pradtgense. Usually their demand is packaged with the
pursuit for humanity such as the protection of milyoor vulnerable but truth is distorted by the at
prototyping. The identification of victim and vitiaer is over simplified into the judgment baseteso

on their natural or social identities such as raes, or class instead of real behavior proven biué
evidence. The line that divides protection and aggjon is also deliberately obscured so that giggi

of common people are severely infringed. For examipl be fair, the fight against discrimination sl

be limited to the attainment of legitimate freedfsom any injury or threat of injury done on any gan

for his harmless personal deviant behavior or sph@tiaracteristics. Yet, in many cases, the movémen
tends to evolve into the unjust demand for the iglapon of the rights of normal people such asdea

of opinion by demonizing and criminalizing theirpggssion of disagreement in any form. This kind of
guest does cross the line of protection and isnature an active aggression as well as reverse
discrimination against all people who just passivefuse to share the view of anomaly. As a matter
fact, when being overdone, the good virtue of betexnce, endurance or tolerance corrupts into the
"tyranny of hypocrite" which is equally evil as tharsh manner towards the anomaly in the light ahat
lot more innocent normal people are deprived oir thght to express their objection opinion and jsab

to the punishment for their impotent insistencanormalcy.

Furthermore, the prevailing judicial system in denatic countries per se is an counter evidence tha
disputes the universality of majority rule in achrgy just and righteous judgment. Judges are rated

directly by universal suffrage. Instead, they aoenmated and appointed by a small group of people.
Certainly, there are a lot of rationales accountfog the current recruitment system such as the
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requirement for the literacy of professional knadge in law, assurance of the continuity of the
interpretation of law and endurance to resist tifeuénce of erratic public opinions on jurisdiction
Frankly speaking, we accept all these explanatiomis it is hard to tell why they are applicable
exclusively to the branch of judiciary while adimsination and legislature are inappropriate. Ttk
objectively, this is nonetheless a logical incotesisy. In some cases, for example, the abuse afigid
review, the judiciary may be deemed to jeopardize dauthority of administrative branch which is a
violation of the principle of separation of powgee also Section 4.8)

The excessive reliance on the judgment of judges wb not take their office through any real
democratic election rather than the governmeritiafé under an elected administrative head on the
policy issues or even routine operations is indeeserious internal conflict of the democratic systéf
the judges' can be trustworthy under the appointsgstem, likewise, an appointed administratiorethi
can be reliable too. It is also not scientific hesm the judge may not have better knowledge than th
government officials in the administrative branantdealing with technical matters requiring professi
expertise other than law. When the domestic proedeaty advocates copy the action of those people
using JR as weapon to fight for their rights in Yées countries, they are "hoisted by their own mEta
(B#HAJ&) . To inquire deeper into the idea, JR in westeumtiies is not indefinite. It is confined to
some matters and the court may not have enforcepmaver. Thewiki.answer.comgives a very brief and
concise illustration of these limitations in USA:

1. The Supreme Court does not have enforcement pawenust rely on the Executive (and
Legislative) Branch to ensure its decisions arei@aiout.

2. The Court can only consider cases that fall uneoiiginal or appellate jurisdiction; Congress
has the ability to strip the Supreme Court's appejurisdiction over certain classes of cases.

3. The Court can't hear cases that don't involve geirdederal question (involve federal or
constitutional law or US treaties), placing maratestiaws off-limits.

4. The Court can only consider matters that repregentiine cases or controversies; it can't (isn't
supposed to) consider hypothetical or moot issues.

5. The Court can only review laws or Executive Ordedsvant to a case before them. Most laws
are never invoked or challenged in this way, soGbart can't review them.

6. The Supreme Court does not have the right to milpemding legislation.

(Sourcehttp://wiki.Answer.com

Whether too easy or too difficult for people totigize JR proceedings are equally annoying to the
society. There is an increasing voice vowing fatrieting the standing (i.e. legal capacity of JR
applicants to those persons who have direct irttenethe issue so as to avoid the abuse in western
countries. In some countries, there is a congiitat court sit by panel of judges specialized @éating
cases related to constitution which can only bggated when some prerequisites are fulfilled. More
thorough discussions on JR are available in layaditical science journals and reference books. The
pro-democracy advocates always cite western peaetscthe model for imitation. However, we have
reasons to query to what extent the local JRs arenalized and formalized as the counter part in
Western countries? Moreover, we are aware of thge Hitigation cost for launching JR proceeding
which may either be paid by the applicant himselfall tax payers under the legal aid schente
subject to eligibility test . The abuse of JR contains all the elements ofuavabuse in which only the
law professional is the sure winner. If the lawigeethical, the applicant should be informed ofthé#
informations about the litigation including the wbioutcome and its implications in terms of tangibl
and intangible cost at the very beginning. To wdeént is this ethical principle observed?
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It can been seen that neither democracy nor tleeafulaw can assure that justice is to be doneum d
course no matter whether the government and tferced law is established in the interest of the
ruling class, majority or any party in the abseateorality (See also Section 6.2.1). As a matfdact,
logic, ethics, convention, tradition, consciencemmon sense, professional knowledge and/or well
established institutional rules which constitute tbhilosophical foundation of the spirit of law are
more adequate or applicable in many occasions.appécation of law is not unlimited but ought to be
confined to some rather extreme cases. The apatheosan made law by the modern theorist of pan-
legalism are dangerous and naive for its implicetiof equating human law with the law of naturéher
sacred law of god. To the extreme, it causes mmueyi to innocent people than imposing just pentdty
the delinquent.

4.3 Demacracy as both the Ends and the Meansto Achieve I tself

During the cold war period, the great debate ogleologies mainly focused on the means more than the
ends. Both camps claim the pursuit of people's balhg the ultimate goal of their political philgdyy.
Generally speaking , capitalism emphasizes morfeeatom and growth while socialism on equality and
distribution. Well being or in modern term, pubgjood, is a very general concept which carries aflot
messages. In brief, there are two aspects of lettlg, namely the material life and the spiritutd |
which are correspondent to the economic systencakdral context of the society respectively (obsu
structure and super structure in Marxian termsp .aftain affluent material life, both the economic
production and distribution must be maintained aakncing point so that the incentive to work @ n
adversely discouraged and the poorest people &aea ¢he reasonable reward for their contributiomso
to live a dignified and meaningful life. In the &elr affluent spiritual life, except cultural adities,
justice which include equality, freedom and othdétical human rights are all inevitable. Howevetpo
many people now regard democracy as both the endstree means to achieve all the objectives
including justice, economic affluence and itsatfsimple words, pro-democracy advocates believieatha
country which adopts democracy will end up with thiillment of democracy and all the desired goals
associated with the formation of a utopia.

However, the real world is not so simple. What feapm many countries including China a century ago,
the middle east countries since the post WWII ahdil&nd in the midst of and post Thaksin Shinawatra
(th13) period have only proved that democracy withofd\arable natural social context may ends up
with disorder, riots or civil war in the extremesase. Theoretically speaking, there is no causal
relationship between democracy and many of the esi¢snof well being, let alone multi-party system
and universal suffrage. (See also Section 4.4) Woild admit that democracy as a political system
enhances the sense of belonging and eases thé gmdiict in the presence of consensus. Thus i ma
be regarded as one of the many ends for spiritigalYet it is doubtful to name it the inevitabladhall
mighty means for the fulfillment of a utopia.

4.4 Economic Affluence Promised by Democr acy

Pro-Democracy advocates say that democracy wilighus better life including economic prosperity
and refute the need for any kind of prerequisite=s. it appears that few of them has really studies
correlation between democracy and economic afflees discussed in section 4.2, there is not an
absolute relation between democracy and well beiAgparently, what coming into our mind are
prominent and shinning examples like those couninevestern Europe and north America which they
always cited as proof for their theory. Howevegtlare actually the only few lucky countries.  Fign
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speaking, even these countries have their dark aidea lot of social problems. In terms of absolute
figures, there are a lot more unsuccessful examplesple probably reverse the causal relationship
between democracy and economic affluence. On theary, more evidences show that the free market
economy and the resulting economic affluence iseaeguisite or stimulant for the rise of democracy.

Pro-democracy advocates tend to bundle free madatomy with democracy just because they try to
shift the contribution of free market economy tenderacy. In history, free market economy has been
working properly with either democratic or non-dearagic political system without notable differences

Many pro-democracy advocates stubbornly refusentasage the troubles which those developing
and under-developed countries in Africa, Asia, feddast and Latin America encounter in practicing
democracy. The success of some cited examples fouSduth East Asia like Japan, South Korea,
Taiwan and Singapore is not simply the resultratpcing democracy. On the one hand they have long
been benefited by the favorable economic assistantading terms from western countries, mainly, US
as part of the global political encirclement stggte against the communist bloc during the cold war
period. On the other hand, these countries hadnatt the fastest economic growth before they had
gone through the primary democratization proces&ince their survival rely heavily on their loyaltyto

the big brother of their ally, their systems camndhabe said to be self-initiative and self-susitagn At

last, despite their political body resemble soméheffeatures of the prototyped democracy, thepato
really meet the standard of democracy as defined/egtern countries. Ironically, these countriedesuf
from sluggish economic growth and even problemamegnance after they have finally established a
democratic political system meeting most of thedéads recognized by the western world.

In terms of statistical data, failures in boostthg economic growth with democratization are astiees
frequent as successful cases. A question is thesdra’ Does it mean that there exist some kinds of
critical factors which prevent the western modelefelopment from being copied or repeated in other
countries, for instance, the positive effect ofabie resources seized from colonization(i.e. the
exploitation bonus) invasion war(i.e. the war bonus), financial teclmgyl (i.e. the financial hegemony
bonus) or else?

The above queries are not groundless doubts hidt esatdences can be found in history and the modern
world. All these Western countries had once esthbti vast colonies in Asia, Africa and America with
their cannons and warships. In the last five céedgurthe factual evidences are proofs beyond all
reasonable doubts for the strict adherence of thesstern democratic countries to the principle laid
down by On Bismarck, "Truth lies in the artillergnge.” Their affluence is to a great extent esthbll

on the ground of bonus from war, colonization goleiation. The positive effect of industrial reutibn

on the surpass of western economy to the resteoivtirld is more or less another myth. At leastasw
not so significant as stated in the orthodox the@&@gsed on reliable data, not until the end of 19th
century, China and India were still the world's te largest economies. The collapse of these two
countries were the result of both the internal shaed external influence such as colonization,Smora
wars and foreign exploitation. In fact, the indigdtrevolution contributed more to the enhancentént
military power of the western countries and madanthhe invincible troops in most of the war fares
against other less industrialized countries outsitleope in the last two centuries featured by
imperialism and colonization.

4.5 Universal Value and Applicability of Democracy

The recent riots arising from dissatisfaction owalifare cut due to the national debt crisis in some
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western countries is a strong signal suggesting tlgnocracy cannot sustain without economic
affluence. The western countries have maintainett immense welfare expenses by borrowing from
future generations when they lost most of theiron@s in the post war period upon the rise of
nationalism. Now the merry-go-round is going topsbeecause this financial resource is also exhausted
Their young generations must take steps to paythafnational debt they inherit from their older
generation. To be frank, they have a better chemosercome the temporary drawback for their edge i
competitive power precipitated for centuries. Ettesm problem is solved, the glory should attributaren

to the high general education level, well estalklisindustrial foundation and the excellent infraciure
more than the democracy which on the contrary dtgn hinders timely and adequate adjustment

policy.

Some smart heads have tried to explain the growimigpnal debt with paradoxical arguments like
credibility or financial leverage. The fallacy dfelse explanations is easy to be recognized. R&asimy

by borrowing incurs cost. According to the prineipdf financial management, the borrowing is only
justified when the expected internal rate of returtyield rate is larger than the interest rate.
However, credibility is based on the ability to agpnstead of yielding rate. A bankrupted creditdca
holder can easily tell the difference between eaypower and ability to repay. A person may be @@n
the credit regardless of his income until his rested value is in red. Analogously, the western tiges
have accumulated a great deal of wealth in the 3asénturies with their predominant political and
military power. They still possess the most powlerfulitary forces in the world which secure them
against any military attack by other countries. ¢tethey are still the best debtors in terms oftasse
holding and national security. To explain the nagiodebt of rich democratic countries, the finahcia
leverage of open market operation for regulating ¢économic cycle is therefore the only argument
seeming to be convincing. Surely it seems to berg professional explanation which can stop theyjue
from economics novice. Again, the ever increasiatiomal debt relative to GDP growth only manifests
the argument is also false. The debts for sombexe rich countries even keep growing during tme ti
of economic boom. In other words, they use thedwairrg to finance their recurring expenses more than
use it as a financial vehicle to adjust the ecowam@nd. Pursuant to the logic of financial leverathe
borrowing should be channeled to the non-recurdagital investment projects to offset the economic
fluctuations(i.e. against the wind in technicabjam ) as the Keynesian theory depicts. The ban&yugit
Detroit and the close-to--bankruptcy situation ofmg western countries like Greece, Italy, Norway,
Spain, Scotland, Ireland and Iceland are proofHerreality.

To explain the situation with a metaphor, if thestfibucket of gold of a rich clan is obtained frolagal
activities or even their wealth is kept generateanf exploitation of the weak with their privilegasd
power, how can other people copy their mode of esgevithout acquiring the necessary strength and
committing similar offence? Once they lose theimiltant power, their clan will also decline as the t
traditional noble class of knight and feudal laodllin the post industrial revolution period.

As illustrated in former paragraphs, too many peagigard democracy as an all mighty means being
capable of solving all economic, political and sbgroblems, thinking that it is also applicalbeal
human societies in the world regardless of the@idogy-economic context. In fact, even the pro-
democracy advocates do not believe and act in adiotron to their words. The western democratic
countries are actually exercising unilateral poleeyd arbitrarily exert their influence on other otiies

of which the people are not friendly (or loyal)ttee western world. Using the psychology of peetybul
as analogy, a normal person who is docile, genitejerate and reasonable may go mad after suffering
from lengthened discrimination and bully by othevers. Therefore, the failure of those countries
adopting different political systems other than te@as style democracy may not be purely the redult o
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defects of their systems but a compound effectaitefnal problems and external intervention such as
trade embargo, economic sanction, technology bhbekatc. In the presence of an unfair competition
between democratic camp and the remaining countridse world from the very beginning on account
of the asymmetrical powers between them, the claimnvictory for the winning side should not be
glorified. Instead of prosperity and stability, tine absence of some critical preconditions, denaycra
probably only gives rise to endless chaos in  marder-developed or developing countries.

4.6 Immunity of Democracy to Power Corruption

Democracy enable mass surveillance. Thus it shbatda relatively higher immunity to corruption by
default. However, nothing can be absolute. A systtane cannot function without executor. The gyalit
of people including both the government officiaig(fgoverning) and ordinary people (the governeel) ar
the key factors for the success. Unfortunatelytui@cevidences available manifest that corruptiam loe
equally rampant in democratic countries or couatdiaiming to be democratic. The western countries
seem to successfully curbed the bribery activitesa minimum level but actually it takes a more
sophisticated and subtle form. The interest trartgpon is made legal under the prevailing law lsea

it has already been tactfully incorporated into thsetitutional process. The privileged class may
arbitrarily capture the benefits at the sacrifiéeodinary people in a lawful way without the need
receiving secret bribe. As a result, The problempolfarization is deepened over time. Polarization
arising from divergence of capacity is differenttbhat caused by unequal opportunity among people.
Those people living at the bottom of social hiengr@are unable to enjoy the economic wealth they
create. The abuse of power by those privilegedsaasthe vulnerable social groups can be identdied

a kind of corruption in broad sense. The actividtthe "Occupying Wall Street" movement complain
that they are the 99% people who live on just 5%egburces in their country. On the other hand, in
order to please the general public, politiciangltemprovide generous welfare to the lowest clashea
sacrifice of long term goals, for example, makirapsfer payment from middle class to the lowestsla
Such arrangement can be regarded as bribing thersvetith precious scarce national resources.
Ironically, in the western world, those miserabdeial groups regard socialism as the remedy of thei
corrupting society while our social activists premito all people a beautiful world with the western
political system. Yet, do they really recognize ilgerent defects of the system they appreciatehand

a very good plan to tackle them?

4.7 Promise of Competent and Ethical Leadersunder Majority Rule

The rationale of majority rule seems to be selfiemt and very attractive to the mass though it is
actually a false proposition (See also Section@.2,1 and 6.2.2). To take its extremest meaniagp|e

do not need any leader under democracy. All daciare jointly made by all people. To put it in ddm
way, the mass are clear enough to elect competehtethical leaders for themselves. However, the
views on the righteousness of majority opinion evafusing and inconsistent. For instance, a famous
dictum by Lincoln says, "You may fool all the pémgome of the time; you can even fool some of the
people all the time; but you can't fool all of {heople all the time." Its meaning is indeed ambiguand
may lead to two contradictory outcomes. On the lmenad, it means that nobody can fool all the people
forever. On the other hand, it also implies thas practically possible for politicians to takenledits by
fooling most of the people some of the time or s@®eple all the time if a significant portion ofque
have never learnt from past experience. In ther ledse, the resulting damages can be enormous,
irrevocable and far reaching. Either judgment ociglen based on majority's view constitutes an
environment for the rise of eloquent politiciangn the worst case, "political prostitutes” may éav
very good chances to seize power through electiibim tiveir expertise in telling lies. Stability reot
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attainable if incompetent and unethical leaders jas¢ repeatedly replaced by unreliable "political
prostitutes”. For this reason, the government chfefome countries including Britain is not dirgctl
elected by universal suffrage. The rationale belivese rather complicated mechanisms stems from
the fact that the protection of minority intereatiadhe view of social elites very often supersdadeke
majority rule in the election of a good leader. ®rand again, there are numerous practical counter
examples disputing the righteousness and applitatwf majority rule. In Egypt and Thailand, the
minority refused to accept the voting result in pinevious elections. Majority rule fails when thew of
general public is highly divided. Ironically, hecdeaders always rise in the most chaotic periatiaae
elected to be leaders by a small group of loydb¥edrs with their precious lives as votes.

What disappointing the public including our folkrbes that the local democratic alliance have made
little materialistic contribution for the enhancemhef civic sense and the political knowledge of th
general public but commit the same mistakes likatwhey blame their foe, i.e. fooling people around
with untrue information £ ). They attribute all the current social problerosthhe defects of the
prevailing political system which may give the gald misconception that democracy is a total sofuti

to these problems for our society. They are pleptive general public by making a lot of unrealistic
promises, flattering the "intelligence of mass" axdggerate the relative number of moral population
terms of expectation management, they have prom@®zanuch to the general public with a beautiful
picture of democracy which in turn causes peopléaee unreasonable expectations over democracy.
Many pro-democracy advocates behave like an uradtlawyer who persuades his client to start a law
suit at the beginning with a lot of reasons making believe that he will surely win, then tellingrhto

be prepared to scarify more for defeating his raraid the litigation, and ultimately informs himathhe

will have no chance to win but consider surrendeseeking resolution off the court room. Frankly
speaking, we doubt if these people are qualifiethaahe head of our government? Without a set of
sensible policies, once they are in power, it cafdbeseen that there will be disasters. For exantpéy
reject any project including the expansion of dumgparea or building incinerator but they have never
revealed any solid and feasible idea for tacklmegygroblem.

4.8 Facilitation of Check and Balance of Power

This myth can be further divided into two foldsyrely the myth about the unequivocal advantages of
the check and balance of power and the myth albfwmutpositive effect of democracy on achieving
balance of power.

4.8.1 Check and Balance of Power asa Mean to Prevent Power Abuse

Just like democracy, the check and balance of me&hanism to prevent power abuse has become an
unchallenged or self-evident axiom in the last f#®cades. Many people accept and cite this concept
without critical and independent thinking. An emtaasing enough fact is that the politicians who
advocate the advancement of this concept on thénané actually act in contradiction to their woois

the other hand. They have never observed the pleof the check and balance of power but always tr
all their might to grab more power, maintain oveelvhing predominance over all other competitors and
do everything to weaken the power of their rivalthaut check. Logically, once again, they are "bexds

by their own petard'ifi fH4-J&) for their contradictory acts and words. At firshese politicians,
mainly the political leaders of western democratantries, who arbitrarily coerce their will ovether
countries in dealing with international affairs atadke every means to forbid other countries to own
powerful weapons of massive destruction comparéblthe armaments in their arsenal are merely a
group of hypocrites for their de facto hegemonyawatr. Secondly, in response to the queries against
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their unilateral violent intervention into otherwdries' internal affairs, they argue that theitiats are
justified for the pursuit of justice or humanityetit is not easy to explain why their offensivditary
assault resulting in severe damages of tangibletassd casualties of human lives in the terrisoae
other sovereign countries is more justified thaa tésistance of local people against their intefgan
They set the standard and make the judgment wittieetk with their predominant power. Albeit their
offensives or interventions are justified as thely, t it manifests that balance of power is notsaif-
evident axiom; it falls short in some practicaliations under which some representatives of justiag
violate it for ethical reasons. In either caseyttie not observe the "check & balance principle.

4.8.2 facilitation of the check and balance of power by democracy

The facilitation of the check and balance of powgrdemocracy is also a mythical proposition for its
internal inconsistency in dealing with internalaaf§ because democracy should enforce the will of
majority over the minority pursuant to the majoritye. No government can entertain all the people
simultaneously. Even a genuine democratic goventini® practically governing the country in
accordance with the will and in the interest of thgjority, the power is thus biased to the majobity
unavoidably in disfavor of some minorities. In atheords, democracy facilitates the dominance of
majority over minority by default instead of cheskd balance of power. Moreover, all politiciansemt

to change the status quo or current order and makeolve in the direction they favor. Both in thei
mind and words, their dominance in the politica#rer represent the ideal state while the dominahce o
other competitors is deemed to be the state oflamba. Therefore, the real world is always in ttates

of imbalance.

Another internal conflict arises from the abusige wf judicial review. As mentioned in Section 4l#&
abuse of judicial review somehow jeopardizes péithe function and authority of the administrative
branch, thus violating the principle of separatidrpower. In the absence of any suitability tesbmpto

the application of JR and institutional constraiiatislimiting its applicability, it is too easy fqreople to
trigger the JR proceedings and change the govemnpaity. The government official are indeed
deprived of their original discretionary power iraking and executing their decisions under normal
situation. Especially in cases regarding contragerssues which can be connected to ideology oraso
conflicts, to avoid being challenged and humiliated JR initiated or supported by pressure groups
which claim to represent public opinions, governmefficials tend to surrender their discretionary
power to the judiciary. Some recent cases suchegprbsecution of a taxi driver for keeping fiftgnts

of change albeit the prima facie evidence was uafficeent to prove him possessing any criminal irite
(mens rea) in the whole courséa critical element for establishing the chargeSadly enough, though
the mass media and even some law professionaldtadrthiat the allegation seemed to be idiotic, they
only focused on the trivial amount but not the latkevidence beyond all reasonable doubts and the
inability of the law execution departments on aotoof their fear of being accused of violating the
principle of the rule of law in exercising theiasitory power and performing their due respongiedi
The commentator also did not investigate the reabehind such timidity of the prosecutor towards th
invisible monster of pan-legalism but so harsh fmthetic humble person. They were not well awére o
the fact that their satirical manner is one of thajor cause for these frivolous prosecutions. &hes
cases soon became international news spreadingeynet for their nonsensical nature. For exantpke,
BBC news, a news agency financed by public fundki which was both the mentor and founder of the
Hong Kong's legal system, gave neither praiseemoorsement to the so-called core value of or city,
i.e. the adherence to the principle of rule of laWihe Soth China Morning Post, a local English
newspaper, was more direct. It preceded the newstive following introduction: "Hong Kong prides
itself on its rule of law, but the law can sometintee a harsh mistress."
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The abusive use of JR only exposes how the rulavefand separation of power are misconceived by
many Hong Kong people especially those pro-demigcedvocates. On the one hand the abuse of
judicial proceeding violate the principle of segama of power in the sense that the court judgeoine

the informal but de facto supreme heads of adnnatish departments who have the final say on all
policy issues which cause the government policheainstable, inconsistent and unpredictable. On the
other hand, it also violate the principle of just@s illustrated in Section 4.2. Innocent peopéy ive
tortured and even convicted guilty by the unjustfprosecution for frivolous reason due to the imsee
legal cost accrued in litigation or lack of the esgsary professional knowledge for self-defense.

4.8.3 TheFallacy of Check and Balance of Power Theory

In short, the saddest truth is that there is indeeduch things as balance of power both in static
dynamic sense in the real world. Otherwise, inlibst case, a stagnation or deadlock of development
should be observed because no body has the "exeqssiitical thrust” to initialize a change. In the
worst case, the struggle between hostile rivalé wiatching power may evolve into riots or evenlcivi
war. Thailand and Ukraine and many countries aeedixamples. Both in theory and reality, the pacditi
context, either domestic or international, is als&vaty a dynamic state of imbalance and moving toward
an theoretical state of balance based on the durosmitions. Nevertheless, just a very triviauissnay
induce a change of the socio-political context anturn trigger a distraction of the current coucde
development. These phenomena are now explainedimg scholars with the theory of "Butterfly
Effect".

The current system of separation of power prevailwestern democratic countries is in fact a formal
system of division of labor rather than a chectt balance system as they propagate. Three branthes
the government share specific subsets of the pawea state machine, namely the legislature,
administration and judiciary. Again, it only workegll on condition that there exists an "intersetf
interest (i.e. common interest among members of ruling class which includes asebmmon goals,
norms and conventions or they will fall into thagrof power struggle among political parties orclou
passing" as a result of bureaucracy originatingnftbe low morale of civil servants who are always
pursued of the liabilities under the "fault findirgimosphere associated with populism.

Moreover, power abuse, no matter how clearly themaln of power and responsibilities of the three
branches of government are defined, is not eaaydal for the following reasons:

1. The bureaucrats and politicians in administrativanbh can easily abuse their power under
whatever system. It may appears in the form of n@lkand executing discriminative policy
against some specific social groups. In extremases; they may even abuse their prosecution
power to carry out selective prosecution. The mdea and damages thus created is irrevocable
and by nature a power abuse on the victims.

2. The legislation and judiciary may be severelyuaficed or even dominated by bureaucratic
technocrats(H1ii B %) and law professionals in the light that the techh@ements including
the jargon and procedure entailed in the courdegiélation and litigation require their expertise.
The legal framework is thus inevitably biased te piivileged class represented by these people.

3. The immense cost accrued in the litigation prodssanother adverse factor that allows the
privileged class to abuse their power over ther@ngi people in the name of the rule of law. It
also prevents the mistake of discriminatory pobcyselective prosecution from being rectified by
means of judicial review.
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4. The majority rule turn out to be materialistic aas harming the interest of some minorities in
the name of adherence to the principle of democracy

5. Some pressure groups, though representing only Vidltg people, have great political
momentum with which they can exert immense infléea the policy making with "louder
voice" and “higher visibility”. These pressure gpsunclude:

» the organizations possessing strong profile foir theofession, foreign support or
social status, eg. guilds, commercial chambersiutsty professional bodies,
prominent NGOs, etc.;

» the organizations representing some social groups ae at present or have once
been the victims of discrimination or violence irs@ecific social context in history,
eg. ethnic minority groups, women rights organ@adi, sex orientation minority
organizations, etc. ; and

» the radical activists who intend to accomplishttheiief through radical behavior.

Under such circumstances, the check for the poimaseais unavoidably back to the most primitive form
of public surveillance including protest, marchiomgdemonstration. When all mild forms of resistance
fail, riot, uprising or civil war will follow butthe consequence is unpredictable in the absence of
consensus, good organization and competent leapeisacts speak louder than words. The chaotic
situation and the resulting disaster arising fréwa &application of democracy in many countries aéro

the world since the beginning of 20th century expthat democracy does not always work or perhiaps i
never works for some cultures. The self-rectiflcatimechanism for power abuse promised by
democracy is merely one of its many myths.

4.9 Democracy asthe Best among All
After all, a very typical view upheld by pro-demacy advocates is something like:

"Well, democracy is not perfect but it it the bastong all" or
"Alright, democracy is not the best but it is shiéitter than others".

The best rhetoric expression of this argument faraous dictum cited from a speech by Winston
Churchill in the House of Commons in 1947 whichssdipemocracy is the worst form of government in
the world, except for all those others that hagerbtried from time to time." Being a genius spealse
well as an intelligent politician possessing a#l tiecessary wit and eloquence for subduing hissrinea
debate, Churchill's argument is unbeatable. Howether Achilles ankle of his argument lies in the
definition of democracy. He tactfully equated tihedretical concept of democracy with the practical
forms of government claimed to be democratic inter@scountries. Albeit this proposition is true ftsr
literal meaning, we must note two important points:

1. The genuine democratic system must be truly enfoasewhat it is claimed to be; and

2. The system must be feasible and working properti waspect to all the objective conditions in
the real world. It is absolutely ridiculous to nasmmething the best or better among all if the
resulting situation is better off without it or veer off for its existence.

Therefor, when we evaluate the real life applicatd democracy, we have reasons to put those galiti
regimes claimed to be democracy under strict exatoin to see whether these two criteria are feldill
or not at first.
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End of Section 4
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5. ENVISAGE OF MYTH BUSTING FACTSIN PRACTICE

In exploring how far the democratic countries hayene on the way towards the ideal type of
democracy, we have reasons to remain pessimidie.fd@lowing are the most common myths busting
facts found in the prevailing democratic systems.

5.1 EntranceBarrier

In real world politics, free choices are indeed jimited to a few varieties preset by a group olfitcal
elites in all regimes including democratic coigs Apparently, elections are open to all people
today in western democratic countries after etimiicorities and females are granted the equal voting
right. However, in light of the massive use of 'lpoal engineering”, ordinary people without wéadir
resources for running massive election campaigriseatost of millions or even billions dollars dotn
enjoy as much political rights and freedom as alitelites. Nomination is confined to a small gvaaf
political figures pre-selected by the parties thelong. With no doubt, all the arrangements arkfislky
made and stuck to some implicit political norms ethimay be either pro or against the will of elegtor
People felt good in the election because they fieat they really have the say in choosing the
government officials. The psychological powemppealingness promised by the politicians in those
"good days " when the socio-economic environmemden the up trend is obviously the merit of
democracy. In reality, these people representattaesot deviate too far away from the hidden agenda
Any elected member who breaches the implicit muagieement among political elites topping the
hierarchy of the society for the fulfillment of tlespiration of general public may cause some kind o
extraordinary counter actions like defamation, eaghment, prosecution and motion of non
confidence, or to the extreme, assassination. Tie®aping democratic systems in most western
countries is far more complicated and sophisticdbeth what the local democrats describe. In strict
sense, they are still de facto aristocracy rathen the democracy as described in political thdxyry
nature. In the last five hundred years, the praabicthis kind of political system in western wotds
created a unique cultural environment in which tpal elites and electors are actually the aristogr
and ordinary people in modern context. Some kinflampromise among all social groups are
inevitable so as to reach a state of peace. Thewlao playing the roles of performers and audienc
respectively. If material conditions are favorabtksscent and cooperative audience may join good
performers to create a great show of democracynielagant manner. Otherwise, for example, when
welfare is cut for the tight national budget, impat and angry mob will go to the street and fifgt
their interest with violence. If the interest oktheneral pubic is really prioritized and promisetier
democracy and it is working properly without anyegondition, street violence should have never
happened in these countries.

5.2 Populism Hijack

Back to our reality today, are we really ready d@mocracy? If all people in Hong Kong behave in a
rational and civilized manner like the folk in thescussion mentioned at the beginning of this lastic
they deserve the form of democracy for which the-g@mocratic alliance ask. If they behave like ¢hos
people with whom the friend of our buddy was deglithey deserve legal sanction instead of
democracy. The local pro- democracy advocates piasapus for their over emphasis on the pursuit of
maximum civil rights and freedom but talking littlebout the responsibility of a sensible and
responsible citizen which is the rational foundatifor a stable democratic system. Pursuant to the
simple logic derived from the "one person one votge perceived by the general public, populardy c
replace reasoning or rationality. The appeal fomaeracy may be hijacked by the populism and
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probably corrupts into the "tyranny of democracylieh is definitely anti-intellectual and unscierifA
democratic leader is under test when the votetdaypan unjust decision or action undermining the
development of democracy. Whether acting for orirejathe will of majority in such situation is a
renowned moral dilemma for political leaders inghi@ng democracy. In either case, the leader is
violating the underlying principle of democracy. heTriots in western democratic countries manifest
that the western democratic governments may chimopeotect the interest of privileged class or sefu
to entertain the unjust demand of the general puddlithe sacrifice of long term goals. In shorg th
western democratic leaders do not always prioritiee"public interest” as speculated and demanged b
the general public. They fail to be a qualifiedygaif they only please the majority without indaegent
thinking. Alex Tocqueville was one of the many fioéil thinker who managed to handle the dilemmas
of democracy. In his 1st Volume of "DemocracyAsherica”, which he wrote after making a close
observation in a trip to United States, he feltt tAeerican seemed to find their own way to fix the
inherent problems of democracy. Nevertheless, thatif having faith in the US democracy, in thed2n
Volume, he became less optimistic when he undedstéooerica more.

Many democracy advocates and activists are schotargellectuals. They are knowledgeable and have
lofty aims but their life circle limits their knowtige and experience with the mass. At most they
maintain some kind of working relationship with tgeassroots and bourgeoisie in servicing them or
mobilizing them to take part in social movements fperhaps they have little chance to confront waith
group of selfish and barbaric mob who think thagithunreasonable collective opinions may override
well established law or moral rules in their pasitias opposition parties. When this situation yeall
occur, for instance, in dealing with the abusive as either the miniature common area within a $mal
building or the massive common pool resources éndllobal environment, many democracy advocates
lose their patience and react drastically to thsheabusers like a tyranny. The tragedy of thengwns

is a strong proof illustrating that the control s#lf-government is always an unresolvable problem f
democratic system.

Some local politicians seem to have over estimttenl ability in the "manipulation™ of mass moverhen
(or in a mild tone, influence on the movement)rdality, as to all politicians, it is politicallyycorrect in
their position to express any doubt about the eghsness of the collective behavior of mass even it
wrong. Once the mass is motivated to take part imaasive campaign intended for a certain political
goal, situation may go out of the control of théiator. The irrational behavior of individuals Wi
probably be amplified by each other including fotksd rivals. Radical actions and violent confraptat
will then gradually dominate the movement and amivement. Chaos will follow and may probably last
for decades or century in the end.

5.3 L ocalism/Separ ationism Hijack

Localism and separationism are always a symbidgi®jpulism when the short term and narrow minded
interest of a distinctive locality is over emphasizand surpasses the interest of a country asya Thie
idealistic form of city state is always cited asamwle for the explanation of benefits of localism o
separationism. The most practical and pragmatiblpno of survival is always deliberately neglectgd b
the advocates. In most of the cases, the wow figgandence is just a gesture of localists interficled
raising their bargaining power in negotiating witte central government. In history, the advanced
city states of ancient Greece were destroyed feir ihability to protect their homeland and citizen
against the raids of less civilized "barbariansbuad them while China as one of the oldest
civilizations has endured to survive all challenges keep growing to be a unified big country insmo
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of the time for thousands years. The sense of atiydas a national member of China has played an
important role. Supposing that China just compasied number of independent city states like ancient
Greece and people in different provinces did ndteutogether to fight against invaders during the
aftermath of Ching Dynasty in early 20th centuhg twhole territory would have continued to be the
colony or sub-colony under the occupation of faneapuntries and all the Chinese people an inferior
race under the governance of invaders like thekbkdtican in Africa, red Indian in America and
Arabian in Middle East. Let alone the glory, digniliberty and prosperity, the survival of the o#ns in

a densely populated independent city amid the caftgeopolitics among political giants without any
natural resources for sustaining the livelihoodt®people is just a surrealistic fantasy of saimeple
and naive separationists (See also Section 6.2.5)

Singapore is always cited as a successful live pl@wf city state in the present world but it immabt

the only example. Its high emigration rate, asraicator of "vote by feet", has manifested thairth
citizens lack the sense of security. Its stabdityl apparent independence are founded on a vacaigel
and fragile foundation overshadowed by the politim@estle of super powers in the region. The
presence of UK (before 1990) and US military fofaier 1990) in Sembawang is a clear notion to show
how her national defense is secured. For the skkatimnal security, her citizens as well as thg state

as a whole are forfeited of a lot of rights andefftems. To be frank, none of us has heard a
Singaporean claims that he/she sincerely feelttiggt are in a better position than Hong Kong peaple
terms of personal freedom and human rights. Duatighe meaningful time of independence, in
addition to the presence of foreign military forti@s city state is actually under the governanicens
party in exchange for administration efficiency goaditical stability. We have no intention to despthe
current system of this city state. On the contravg, admit that their politicians have the necessary
wisdom and skill to attain maximum benefits foritheeople under the constraints of their specific
historical context.

Free will or free choice in absolute sense is nmailable for any person in the real world. Thereat
even any convincing argument to affirm that th&eits of an "independent” city state or small count
must enjoy more rights and freedom than any dependeitory of a big sovereign country. If militar
force is an extension of politics, diplomacy is extension of military forces. In other words, a wea
country without sufficient combating force is noblea to maintain its independence and safety.
Separationism is almost a suicidal behavior foityalike Hong Kong.

5.4 Radicalism Hijack

It should be noted that the corruption of the weakvulnerable is different to the corruption of the
strong. When people who identify themselves th&émi of suppression, they tend to believe whatever
they do in fighting back including demand for prefgtial rights or launching violent actions against
"out-groups” are morally justified. Such view mayther corrupt into the tyranny of violence founded
on the false principle of "ends justify means"cértain extreme cases, it is true if the viole&sistance

is inevitable for the preservation of basic humaghts like self defense for survival. However, in
fighting for "secondary" benefits, the principle mdn-violence should always be observed. Regrettabl
when people's judgment is impaired by fanatic bétiended on the ground of myths, they probably fal
into the trap of prejudice and double standard. 3imartcomings of their folks and the merits of thei
rivals are ignored. Their rivals are thus demaotizaad prototyped as devil whereas this logic may
further developed into a simple and radical "frigrd enemies" principleiii Rl &) which regards the
enemies of rival to be friends EU\BIEAME 2 AIK), thus causing irrevocable disasters for forming

coalition with more dangerous enemig&li{i# ). During the early 20th century, many Chinese
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became traitors on account of their anger and tis$aetion with the corrupted Ching Dynasty, war
lords or the ROC Government Officials in power. Algahem, those who cooperated with the Japanese
war criminals and joined the puppet regime theymid were the most distinctive examples. They
committed unforgivable guilt of treason and waime including suppressing, exploiting, torturing,
imprisoning and killing the resistant army or peopl

Another extreme behavior of the suppressed isristrattack. Its evil and danger are self-explagnior

the resulting harms on innocent people. Even theahact does not target on innocent third perdus
takes the form of self-destruction, it is still extreme violence. Suicide terrorism is the extrenf@sn

of revenge behavior exhibited by the weak becauseaerrorist is convinced that killing himself/helfs
along with others is the only way for his/her sbgup to deny the suppression from the strongs Th
"dying to win" strategy is founded on the compougedling of disappointment and hatred. (See also
Section 6.1) People are too easy to confuse lasexrgair competition with the vulnerable sociabgps
under the oppression and exploitation of the ewlileged class. To avoid moral corruption of angck

to take place, it is of equal importance for th@agtion alliance to keep their mind clear, opend an
cautious.

5.4 False Demaocracy Hijack

Another important common mistake is the confusibdemocracy as an ideal type of political system at
conceptual level with a nominal political systenatyeg the name of democracy that prevails in tia re
world at the practical level. In the worst caseleding the extreme case of Hitler who seized ey

in the election under a nominal democracy, hypalitbut eloquent politicians may rise to seize the
power by means of universal suffrage.

According to history, British chose to spend 50@rgeto reform an authoritarian monarchy into the
current constitutional monarchy government led agiget and Parliament in which the prime minister
and his cabinet is still indirectly elected. Meatl@hFrench chose to invoke a violent revolution to
overthrow the corrupted royal government and sérha former ruling class to the Guillotir@EH=).
Their dramatic and romantic resistance was followgd series of chaos, riots and wars for a decades
before the establishment of a stable governmentetdiStates started from a platform of higher canto
but still has taken mire than 200 years to acheeMg nominally the race and gender equality but fe
Americans admit that they should overthrow the allewg government for its inability or reluctance t
realize the real equality prior to the reforms. c®mpon a time, it was the socialism that beat the
capitalism and democracy with high sounding moggesl. Then democracy took advantage of the
collapse of economy under the governance of comshigovernments to re-occupy the moral high
ground since 1990s. Now in some Eastern Europeamt@es, the polarization of wealth and sluggish
economic development have generated graved dis&dittm among ordinary people towards democracy
and market economy again. The appeal for socipdiBty and termination of political disputes among
political parties has gained increasing dynamias @wvne. It is a sad but true fact that every theoay

go wrong when putting into practical environmentlas practitioners are human beings who may err or
corrupt as all human beings do. Belief in the altgokuperiority of an ideology for its "par valus"
ridiculous especially for a society where people highly divided and lacking the necessary cultural
tradition for is implementation.

5.5 Hypocrisy Hijack and Double Standard Problem

As mentioned in section 3.3, justice is not assitmgdemocracy. In fact. Fairly speaking, justiceat

Page: 29
Ref.: um-blogger/20140501/Myths of Democracy



assured by any ideology at practical level. We raagn presume that only hypocrisy is a universal
phenomenon regarding the behavior of all politisiaHowever, people are always persuaded by
politicians and their loyal followers to believeathjustice is by default the core element of aatert
ideology they propagate. In such case, the ideotogsupts into the "tyranny of hypocrite". Appargnt

it is not difficult to check if a person, a pargy, a country is hypocritical by putting side by esithe
standards applied in making judgment regardinglambiehavior of different entities including alliaad
enemies. When double standard is adopted, all #relsvexpressively revealed and gestures openly
exhibited are just hypocritical actions intendedffling people around. Unfortunately, the trushniot
easy to be uncovered or discovered at practical las facts can be covered, twisted or distortigd w
strong propaganda machine, at least for "all #@pfe some of the time or some of the people all th
time".

It should be noted that the "tyranny of hypocrit@h even override the majority rule. In the movetsien
organized by the radical faction of social actwislaiming for fighting for the equality and humiaghts

of minority groups or vulnerable social groups, ythepenly demand preferential rights for the
compensation of their "suffering” by prototypingethselves unanimously the victims of suppression,
exploitation or discrimination. Actually, they aby nature a sub-category of extremists but theg tak
advantages of the tragic and miserable historyhefrtmembers in the past and some separate and
independent current issues as supporting evidetocasderlie their stereotyping theory which simply
defines victims and victimizers by their social ntiey such as race, sex, religion, social class, se
orientation and so on. With the endorsement oftip@ns and hypocrites, they occupy the moral high
ground and thus be able to make open vow for upugieges, in the extremest case, at the saerific
the interest of majority. Though they only représasry few people but they form the noisiest andsmo
visible pressure groups in the society, Sometirhestyranny of hypocrite is more dangerous than the
tyranny of other kinds for their apparent image¢hef weak and suppressed vulnerable social group.

End of Section 5
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6. PREREQUISITESFOR DEMOCRACY

Some democracy hardliners refuse to accept thae thee prerequisites for democracy but the the
numerous failures are self-explaining. Impetuousngesery often the main reason accounting for the
failure of democracy. Too many rivalry political rpas competing with each other in the name of
fighting for democracy spring up in a short peridtime for the realization of genuine democracy
always give rise to chaos or civil war. The westenorld had once gave a very high evaluation and
expectations to the Arabic Spring but now becomesemeserved and hesitated when the anti-west
factions rise to power under the voting system yams to majority rule in the election. In brief, tine
absence of some critical favorable external anermatl factors, the success of democracy in a ptace
unimaginable.

6.1 External Factors

From the pragmatic point of view, it does not makw logical sense for a government to adopt a
"helping you to defeat us" foreign policy. If deonacy has all those merits as propagated, helping a
foreign country to undergo the democratization psscwill definitely create a strong rival being able

of changing the status quo (i.e. current politicader) and threatening the interest of the helpahe
future. As a matter of fact, the paradoxical sggtef "we come to help you by bombing you" is more
often employed by the super power in modern hist@therwise, "helping you to fight against my
enemy" is another.

Moreover, a civil government cannot function prépavhen it is under the intervention, invasion or
occupation by external force. There is no exceptgwen though the external force comes from a
democratic country. Foreign intervention in anynfois only regarded as intrusion by domestic people
and give rise to nationalism and terrorism. Chicllgoversity scholar Robert Pape has made an asalysi
of suicide terrorism from a strategic, social, asgichological point of view in his book- "Dying Win:

The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism" baseddata compiled from 315 suicide terrorism attacks
around the world from 1980 through 2003. Exceptirfcidents, all the attacks in 18 categories shared
two elements in common: (1) a foreign occupatiord é) by a democracy. Only one of the 10 groups
shared a religion with the occupiers: the Kurdistdorkers' Party in Turkey. "The bottom line, thésn,
that suicide terrorism is mainly a response toifpr@ccupation ". He thus drew a conclusion: "Relig
plays a role in suicide terrorism, but mainly ie ttontext of national resistance" and not Islamsgebut
"the dynamics of of religious difference" are whatter" .

In the light that resistance is an inevitable plmeeoon in response to foreign intervention, we may
further infer that a country under strong foreigitervention must be in war state or pseudo wae stat
under which democracy as a form of civil governmeninable to develop. Alexis de Tocqueville said:
"All those who seek to destroy the liberties ofeandcratic nation ought to know that war is the sure
and shortest means to accomplish it." As to arcattpolitical leader, war is only justified whenis
proven to be the indispensable means to end a abisestate even worse than war such as genocide.
Nevertheless, war is always abused by the strobgliging the weak for whatever reason. Humanitaria
action including the termination of massacre orogate is the best alibi. A Belgian journalist and
historian Michel Collon has outlined five principldriving war propaganda in his book "

1. Obscure one's economic interests;
2. Appear humanitarian in work and motivations;
3. Obscure history;
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4. Demonize the enemy; and
5. Monopolize the flow of information.

His discovery is in line with the underlying pripteas of Machiavelli's power politics which presaim
that there can never be a benevolent politicigoe@ally those from foreign countries. Even an oady
person who is mature enough should understandtltiea¢ is no free lunch in the world. Apart from
launching military attack or direct occupation,rhare various kinds of intervention of differerigdee

for an external power to impose its influence itite domestic affairs of a country but we have reago
assume that foreign aid for domestic democracy meve: is most likely to be a sweet poison as a mean
of "destroying you by helping you" policy for pttians.

Perhaps there are really philanthropists in thddydaut in no way they are politicians or top ex@es

of government funded bodies. Furthermore, goodntide alone without necessary wisdom and
sophistication may result in unforeseen bad camssce. This old wisdom is summed up in a
frequently quoted idiom: "The road to hell is paweith good intentions”. Even though some foreign
white knights represented by journalist, commemsatand members of NGOs are sincere and faithful to
their belief in democracy, their involvement alwagreate more disasters to domestic people for their
sense of supremacy and ignorance of the localrlisiod social background.

In all senses, it is absolutely a ridiculous faptés anyone to assume foreign aid a favorablerazate
factor for the development of democracy.

6.2 Internal Factors
6.2.1 Morality and Faith Asthe Core Value for Democracy

Former US President John Kennedy in a famous spsaadh "Don't ask what your country can do for
you ask what you can do for your country” . Higgnity or sincerity is not our concern but the sgyi
should be valued for what it is worth and his giits out perform those politicians who only please t
majority by giving them irredeemable promises ghts and benefits.

Factual evidences manifest that both the knowlédgiEmocracy and civic sense of the general public
is deteriorating in the last decade. The radicalctién of pan-democracy alliance should be respdasi
for it. They emphasize only on the rights but mamfittle about responsibilities. They promise taach

for and on behalf of a "one person one vote" systethe public but actually sensible persons doseet
any solid and constructive ideas from them for isgithe current socioeconomic problems which they
blame and attribute to the evil of the current focdi system. Certainly, the behavior of some
privileged class should be condemned and contamédheir wrong doings should be clearly identifie
based on factual evidence with good reasons. Wdontgs should never be rectified by another kind of
wrong doing such as the tyranny of majority or tyr@anny of the radical. The rights and interesthef
mass, majority or even vulnerable is not unlimitédthout Self-restrain and self-awareness, a member
of the society cannot be a sensible and responsitizen. Pursuant to the fundamental principles of
democracy, endurance and concession are parts obrié value. The following are two famous quote
from Alex Tocqueville:

1. "The health of a democratic society may be meashyethe quality of functions performed by
private citizens." and
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2. "Liberty cannot be established without moralityr noorality without faith."

His concept was nothing new to the practice of d@awy. In all classical work on liberty and human
right by St Augustine, Hobbs, Lockes, MontesquiRousseau, etc. from the Renaissance through the
enlightenment until now, the extent and limit ofgmnal right and liberty in contrast to the geneval
reflected in the rule of government had been thginbudiscussed. The pursuit of boundless freedom
only bring about endless confrontations and ultetyah chaotic state in which all people enjoy less
liberty in consequence.

It should also be noted that education level isnemiessarily to be positively related to the gootlig of
citizens. When emphasis is put on the acquiremeikhowledge and skill for the pursuit of personal
interest while ethical principles are neglected, evdy have more and more high caliber citizens
competing for wealth and power at the sacrificelagfers. Their philosophy is summed up in an
unforgettable statement made by a character GoBsitko created based mainly on the biography of a
security trader Michael Melken in a Hollywood filim 1987: "Greed is good" . The dramatic challenge
to the traditional ethics was temporarily curbeterathe collapse of junk bond market in 1989 arel th
subsequent conviction and imprisonment of Melkdowever, in the following 20 years, the open
challenge to traditional ethics evolved into "Gregdegal”, which emphasizes on the compliance of
law in the pursuit of unrestrained greed by gettaimgund the loopholes of law. "Legal greed" is thus
used as the alibi for their unethical behavior.

In practical sense, law written in technical jargen difficult for people to comprehend, interpret,
follow and execute. On the one hand, it is theipretion of the wisdom of many intelligent persdng
on the other hand it also comprises of many caefliecdeas from various contributors. It is onlytahie
for dealing with rather extreme delinquent behay/iwhich can be easily identified for crossing thd r
line set under general consensus beyond all reakodaubts. The everyday behavior of most western
people is actually governed by their personal stelaped by their religious faith. Without ethicalue
being the core of justice serving as the foundatibmaw, "rule of law" is just an empty concept or
tautological in philosophical terms. The "rule afM’, in correct sense, is just the implementatibthe
"rule of righteousness" or "rule of justice" wittetauthority of temporal power. Being a secondatyes
coerced and secured by power, it is not a selfemtidxiom. Hence, law can be unjust and its rulg ma
be failing.(See 4.3) if the power corrupts. In suases, the "rule of law" may corrupt into the &roff
hypocrisy"”, "rule of law professionals” or "rule tfe tyranny of majority". If the "rule of law" cdoe
equated with the "rule of justice", the advocateivfc disobedience R:4L1ir) by some people, mainly
the pro-democracy and pro-west people, should lesteheir grounds. Nevertheless, at the same time,
they praise the "rule of law" and flatter thisided principle to be the core value of a civilizeatiety
while denounce and connect morality to the "rulepeyson”(\i&) or "rule of righteousnessifii).
Their ulterior motive is obvious. China, especiafijthe past, is known to be the "land of righteass "
(7% 2 #). The "rule of righteousness" is also misspellsdtte "rule of ceremony and ritualism”,
which is a corrupted implementation of the "rule raghteousness” (comparable to the "rule of the
tyranny of majority" as a corrupted implementatadrthe "rule of democracy" or the "rule of hypogtis
as to the "rule of law". The highly diverged evaioa to the two different mode of governance is
obviously a propaganda to praise the advancemeheofestern civilization.(See also Section) 4zhd
belittle the Chinese culture so as to outstandtipeemacy of their views and profile as the saogligd as
well.

To take a step back, assuming that they are sincéney are only aware of the governmental control
which is the formal structure of human society beglect the role of religion which entails an imfad
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social structure regulating the social behaviop@bple in western countries. An overwhelming majori
of their people pray several times a day and gthtoch on Sunday. Religious activities form a majo
part of their private and social life. The influenaf the ethical value of the religion they worshiginly
Christianity, on their behavior is even more fagialeing than Confucianism, Buddhism and Daoism on
Chinese. When talking about morality, faith and djaartue, in fact, we see that western and orient
culture converge on the advocate of all the goodlies of human beings including temperance
(restraint 7)) and justice (return to righteousnegsi®) for the regulation of desires. The evolution
of "Greed is good" into "Greed is legal" illustreteat the rule of law can be nullified by high &eli
persons and the textual content of law can evawsbd to rationalize their unjust benefits if mdyaéind
faith is no longer recognized and held as the gahee. Anyone who sees and advocates that rulevof |
should be the core value of Hong Kong is eithdingla big lie intended for fooling people or igaot
about the western civilization because they doreatize the importance of Christianity and morality
which are the two critical elements that constith&core value of western society.(Note 6.1)

Note:

6.1 Christianity and Morality: In the Catholic caltésm , the Seven Christian Virtueg -t &%) refers

to the union of two sets of virtues. The four Caadlivirtues , from ancient Greek philosophy, are
Prudence , Justice, Temperance (or Restraint)Candage (or Fortitude). The three Theological @stul
from the letters of St. Paul of Tarsus , are Faittope, and Charity (or Love ). These were adopted
the Church Fathers as the Seven Virtues.

6.2.2 Protection of Minority Interest

Without the sense of self-restrain for the regolaf personal rights and freedom, democracy ikingt
more than the tyranny of majority which arbitrarthespasses the interest of minority in the name of
majority rule. In turn it invokes the resistancerewenge from the minority. The tyranny of majortyl
finally end up with rivalry parties confrontingaaother with violence in a "state of nature" whendy
jungle rule governs as described in the literahydédiobbes, Locke and Montesquieu, then falling int
the infinite loop of "wow for democracy”, lengthehehaos, rise of strong man, restoration of
momentary order under strict and harsh governantebrief, it is a vicious cycle of the "tyranny of
dictator" and the "tyranny of majority".

In the Middle East, Africa, South East Asia andih@&merica, typical examples of this vicious cyckn

be found easily. A century ago, similar chaos tptdce in China, which ended up with a nation wide
civil war. Among all outcomes, one thing is abselytcertain. When in chaos or civil war, let aldhe
betterment of people's livelihood, people's lives mot even assured. Not to mention rising up as a
reputable and respectful country in the world, l&tspy country and its people can hardly mainta
dignity and independence before invading counfié® older generation are the eye witnesses for that
miserable period while they lost many family mensheelatives and friends on account of endlessschao
and wars. Based on official figures, more than 3llian people or about 10% of the population died
during the Sino-Japanese War. Every old persorheif tgeneration share more or less same bitter
experience. Perhaps it was too remote to the yaugegeerations but we have the responsibility to
remind them of the risk of political struggle ame tdanger of radicalism. In history, domestic chaus

civil wars caused much more casualties than invasirs. In the famous Three Kingdoms period, china
lost more than 90% of its population. There is roeption for western countries, during the CividiVv
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of United States, the casualties in absolute téamexceeds those caused by other wars includingWwW
albeit the then population was much smaller.

6.2.3 Presence of Eligible Political Leaders

The domination of popularity doctrine in organgipolitical movements only reflects the deteriarati

of the quality of political leaders. Let alone st&han, not even politician can be found in theeur
environment because most of the activists laclomigir political wisdom that can unite the people of
Hong Kong and lead them to get out of the sevelie dipe to fanatic sentiment towards every issue.
Struggle for power seems to be the core of themagilan of the democracy alliance. Nevertheless, it
should be noted that in the absence of right cktes for heading the government, the democratic
electoral system alone is unable to be working @rgp Without Moses, the Israelites would have all
been drowned in the Red Sea or killed by the Egyparmy even they had an advanced democratic
system. Take South Africa as example, they areivelg luckier than other African countries becaus
they have a great charismatic political leaderhat mnost critical moment when the ethnic majority
regained political power from their former whitelmaists. Mr Mandela stopped massive revenge on the
white people who were identified unanimously tododity of racial discrimination and exploitation by
both the domestic and international society. Iespf the peaceful handover for the great wisdorklof
Mandela, the socio-economic context as well aptiigical environment have been going down in terms
of economic growth, employment, public order, €fbe lack of successors having the vision and
wisdom as their former leader is the instant causée the lack of mature political culture is theot
cause.

An excellent political leader is neither a salesparnor a street fighter. He can only be met withou
resort (RJi#EA~A[2K) . Both the nature and nurture are equally imporfanthe emergency of a great
leader. Only all the objective conditions consétat suitable environment for the breeding of priti
leaders and there is a pool of high caliber candglahe right person may have the chance to prove
himself the good leader after surviving all theldrges and overcoming all the hardships in thesmu
of competition. Ironically, easy, safe and comfbktaenvironment tend to erode the will and couraige

a person. It also fails to provide an effective haadsm for screening away the unqualified playkrs.
history, political leaders like Gandhi and Mandekre great because they not only endured incredibl
suffering including unfair trial and imprisonmeft also exhibited their guts, vision and wisdom in
striving for their political ideal. In Hong Kong,puto this moment, all the prominent political figsr
including those appear to be very radical are @hying safe political games relying on the favdeab
domestic and international political climate. Ieses that few of them are prepared to be a makgr li
Gandhi or Mandela. In this sense, frankly speakihgy are political actors/actress rather thantipali
leaders. On the other hand, some immature or ighqgra@ople are motivated by their opinions to take
really radical actions including violence that harthemselves and other people.

6.2.4 Effective, Efficient but Sensible Public Surveillance

Apparently, democracy facilitates public surveitan While public surveillance relies heavily on the

traditional mass media for the collection and répgr of true, accurate, objective and impartial

information, the independence and professionaketbf journalists are therefore important. However,
after years of bankruptcy, merging and taking-deerkeen competition, the ownership of mass media
have been centralized in the hands of a few tycadnsommunication industry, especially for the

multinational news agencies. Though journalistsagkvclaim to the public that they are strictly atoag

by the code of ethics for their profession, thecpralition for its realization of separation of mgament
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and ownership is not guaranteed because of thenfiniy reasons:

1. The adherence to the code is basically a voluriiahavior and the organizations which lay down
the protocols usually do not have the statutomwgrdo enforce them.

2. The development of communication industry has drigmall mass media firms away from the
market. Once and again, the quality of readersidieace is the ultimate cause accounting for the
death of small but responsible independent massamed

3. ltis unrealistic to expect the principles of trullmess, accuracy, objectivity, impartiality, fa@ss
and public accountability can supersede the proéiking motive of shareholders and free from
the influence of those tycoons who hold controlliaquity of the mass media under the
framework of gigantic corporation.

4. We also cannot expect an employee bites the hatdadds him, and so does a journalist. Even a
journalist is insisting a view different to the ist@ of the consortium behind a mass medium, he
rather chooses an employer sharing views more nmmgan with him than staying with a fierce
boss. The iteration process entails a natural sefein the long run. Hence, the political stante o
mass media is in fact not a secret.

Some reputable news agencies which either ownedohgortium having less political inclination or
financed by public fund claim that they are neutnadl objective. This may be true in treating dormest
news of their home base countries but hardly tedhe for issues involving foreign countries. Igaace
about the background and cultural divergences dwaya the adverse factors that prevent foreign
journalists from making a fair observation and aton without bias. The prejudice arising from =0
superiority and national interest are inevitablevi@stern journalists. In light of the dominatiohveest
media firms in the communication industry in thstleentury, the western countries have establigied
hegemony of discourse as well as the hegemonylufreun the modern world. The western value has
eroded the tradition and culture of the rest ofwloeld. Under such macro-environment, public opmnio
is shaped or even manipulated either intentior@llynintentionally by the western propaganda irofav
of the western culture.

It seems that the internet has changed the worldnioyng the domination of traditional media firms i
communication industry and giving all individualspatform to air their views but the emergence of
cyber world is indeed a double blade sword to foeeaf opinion. In a context where internet goerd an
commentators are granted unprecedented degreeenfoim, the Tocqueville's concern about the quality
of functions performed by private citizens has melve so real and imminent. False and prejudiced
information has diluted, neutralized or overshadbwiee true, fair and just information. Again, the
deregulated freedom on internet bring us backeovédry basic problem of democracy, i.e. the conifol
self government. Freedom of speech and press eméttonly facilitates public surveillance but does
guarantee its quality. Without a substantial fi@ettof sensible and responsible citizens in theespci
both in the real and cyber world, effective masweaillance is not possible but only cause an everem
chaotic state.

6.2.5 Comprehensive Civic Education

Itis beyond all reasonable doubts to say thatth&vation of good virtue is the mission of edtioca

and good citizenship as a good quality of humands=eas social animals is a prerequisite of demgcrac
as we mentioned in Section 6.2.1. However, whendsaepts are put together, controversy arises. The
massive objection(at least it appeared to be very massive in visjbdind loudness) to the launch of
moral and national education is an example but@bsture in logical sense. During the time ofiBit
governance, there was occasionally similar subjéatscivic or moral education taught at primarydan
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junior secondary level. Being an invader and congyuiey default, the British colonial government kne
very well that they could not mention anything abamational identity which surely caused the
resentment among the indigenous people. And, avehel western countries, their governments avoid
using explicit terms which may be directly conndcte nationalism which was one of the major cause
for the two wars and the resistance to their disgftd invasion in the last five centuries of thetref the
world. National education simply means the educatay the citizen of a country rather than a specif
subject comprising of designated content and missiBlowever, indeed they are launching nationalisti
education in a rather subtle way, eg. teachingstigect matter under the name of civic educatidnchv

is aless controversial caption. In addition, iication of the history, culture, people and as@iments

of their nation is always permeated skillfully atheliberately in all kinds of activities of whichree are
done by enthusiastic citizens voluntarily while by government aided organizations. With no doubt
the icons of national glory deliberately appearnews report, commercial and economic activities,
academic awards, international humanity projeatsl, @so entertainment programs. Frankly speaking,
all these behaviors are natural and understandBbllaps some ordinary people are apathetic te thes
informations or unable to perceive the strong mastherein on account of their language illiteraty.

our astonishment, the leaders of opposition movéméro are well versed of foreign language hold
double standard regarding this issue. They ignorbide the fact that civic education which aims at
enhancing the nationalistic sentiment of youthniduded in the school curriculum and also propabate
to the general public through various channelsanous forms in the western Democratic countries.
There is also an increasing vow for launching 'hiitshal programs" catering for school goers. The
following is cited from Stanford Encyclopedia ofilBsophy:

"From the 1960s until the 1980s, empirical questioancerning civic education were relatively
neglected, mainly because of a prevailing assumgtiat intentional programs would not have
significant and durable effects, given the more @dw influences of social class and ideology
(Cook, 1985). Since then, many research studiegpeogtam evaluations have found substantial
effects, and most social scientists who studydipetnow believe that educational practices, such
as discussion of controversial issues, hands-olracand reflection, can influence students
(Sherrod, Torney-Purta & Flanagan, 2010).

The philosophical questions have been less explbrgdhey are essential. For example:

1. Who has the full rights and obligations of a citi2eThis question is especially contested
with regard to children, immigrant aliens, and induals who have been convicted of
felonies.

2. In what communities ought we see ourselves aseoiz The nation-state is not the only
candidate; some people see themselves as citifeluga geographical communities,
organizations, movements, loosely-defined groupsyen the world as a whole.

3. What responsibilities does a citizen of each kihdamnmunity have? Do all members of
each community have the same responsibilitiesughbthere be significant differences,
for example, between elders and children, or batviesders and other members?

4. What is the relationship between a good regimegoatl citizenship? Aristotle held that
there were several acceptable types of regimes, emctt needed different kinds of
citizens. That makes the question of good citizgns#ative to the regime-type. But other
theorists have argued for particular combinatiohsegime and citizen competence. For
example, classical liberals endorsed regimes tloaldvmake relatively modest demands
on citizens, both because they were skepticalpgéaple could rise to higher demands and
because they wanted to safeguard individual libegginst the state. Civic republicans
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have seen a certain kind of citizenship--highlynecand deliberative--as constitutive of a
good life, and therefore recommend a republicannregbecause it permits good
citizenship.

5. Who may decide what constitutes good citizenship®el consider, for example, students
enrolled in public schools in the United Statesyuith the decision about what values,
habits, and capabilities they should learn belomgheir parents, their teachers, the
children themselves, the local community, the lamaktate government, or the nation-
state? We may reach different conclusions whenkitngnabout 5-year-olds and adult
college students. As Sheldon Wolin warned: “...[T]mderent danger...is that the
identity given to the collectivity by those who esise power will reflect the needs of
power rather than the political possibilities oftamplex collectivity” (1989, 13). For
some regimes—fascist or communist, for example—hist perceived as a danger at all
but, instead, the very purpose of their forms oficcieducation. In democracies, the
guestion is more complex because public institstioray have to teach people to be good
democratic citizens, but they can decide to donsways that reinforce the power of the
state and reduce freedom.

6. What means of civic education are ethically appede? It might, for example, be
effective to punish students who fail to memorizgriptic statements, or to pay students
for community service, but the ethics of those apphes would be controversial. An
educator might engage students in open discusdbnsurrent events because of a
commitment to treating them as autonomous ageagmrdless of the consequences. As
with other topics, the proper relationship betwserans and ends is contested.

These questions are rarely treated together asopadmprehensive theories of civic education;
instead, they arise in passing in works about ipslior education. Some of these questions have
never been much explored by professional philosgpheut they arise frequently in public
debates about citizenship."

The above discussion manifests that civic educatiddSA touches the same topics including politics
and patriotism which the proposed curriculum of fad@nd national education” covers. Similar debates
do take place in other western democratic countHesvever, the domestic government has tried to use
the most controversial approach to launch the @digcation program under a controversial subjdet ti
without thorough discussion beforehand. In the, @nghve rise to an opposition movement which was
used and hijacked by the separationist and losaliBhe issue may be regarded as one of the best
example for the worst public relation disaster.

Again, being residents old enough to experiencéabaad student movements in mid 20 century after
world war Il in which participants were seekingitheational identity against a colonial governmenm,

do not understand why and how patriotism has be@megative quality of citizens in the mindset of
some younger generations. Nobody can escape tlia sdentification problem which is one of the
renowned three socialization processes accordirigeisocial identity theory of Henri Tajfels, nagel
the social categorification, social identificatiamd social comparison. Some people may acquire a
secondary social identity by means of nurture sasheducation, contribution or achievement but the
primary social identity at the core is inherent dgscendent upon birth. For example, natural
characteristics like race, sex and social classtlavse default factors determining the primary aboci
identity of a person. Whether the social group tuclw an entity belong gives glory or shame is not
subject to the free choice of the entity per sdaiddality has a dual meaning which is primarilyahél of
racial origin and can be a legitimated social idgriy acquisition. The former is unable to be aieh
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by the later. It is understood that denying orrolag to be a group member is seeking to enhancs one
self-image by getting rid of the negative elemesita certain social group and outstanding the pesit
elements of another. Nevertheless, it is a quiidish and naive behavior to think that a Chinese
speaking person bearing a Chinese face can derseliian Chinese by simply claiming that he is not
especially for those people who possess little kadge in western civilization and very limited taey

in foreign language. Except those politicians wippaently admit such behavior for untold reasons,
nobody take it serious. The psychological statdhef claimant is most likely to be irrational and
emotional. A frank but sad interpretation of the at claiming to be "out-group” is the exhibit of
"competition phobia" (Anychiphobia in psychological tertnsfor some domestic people when the
myth of the supremacy of Hong Kong people is bustgctruel facts. The economic development of
mainland in the last four decades has not onlyowagd the general income gap between the two places
but the big spending of the foremost neo rich wigwernformerly the poor neighborers have caused some
domestic people feeling uncomfortable. In additiorthe deterioration of economic status, the people
Hong Kong are facing all round competition with plocoming from northern region in all sectors. The
sad but true fact is that Hong Kong people arenp#ieir edge in the keen competition. The non-JBPA
students, mainly composed of mainland students baweed the GPA list of undergraduate studies in
the local universities and they account for an daeger portion of enrollment of the post graduate
courses or research programs. Mainlanders alsbtstéake up more middle to senior working posts in
the labor market. The influx of mainland entrepraseand their capital have changed the stake of the
capital market which results in the larger say anfldience of market players from the other sidehaf
border. It is too hard for some domestic peopladoept that people coming from a less advancedmneqgi
can perform even better. Therefore, claiming theesority of institutional establishment originated
from the western civilization and the attempt tmferce the differences by identifying themselvesit*
group” may be regarded as the last struggle of soesperate local residents to maintain their self-
esteem. When the sentiment goes extreme, it mutdtetocalism or separationism which does no help
to enhance the competibility of domestic peopleéati

Since the decline of Ching Dynasty until 70s, thevésts of social and student movements includirey
domestic youth had faith in the future of China witee situation was even worse. They chose to
identify themselves members of Chinese people atefmiined to contribute to the reinstatement of the
glory of their mother country. Their strong passwas pure, natural, voluntary and self-motivated
probably because almost all Chinese were identiitebe members of an inferior race by "arrogant”
Westerners regardless of their ability and edupatioring this period of time. The discrimination of
"out-group” cause all Chinese people to identligniselves to be "in-group”. As we explained in
Section 6.1, it does not make any sense for forpwiticians to help another country to "improvés i
internal politics which may make it richer and sier in the future. Nowadays, under the current
international political climate, splitting Chinepeople into rivalry groups surely means some kiofds
benefits to a lot of countries and produces adveffeet on the "Renaissance of Chinese civilization
The intention of those "benevolent” but arrogameign politicians behind the support of domesticiglo
movement is thus not absolutely doubtless.

The opposition activists usually resort their tletimal rationales to the western theories but they
probably ignore the existence of contradictory esién the western societies. Since the 911 tetroris
attack, the voice demanding for promoting patriatisas become louder and clearer. Factual evidences
have proven that the western governments have c@desponding policies to endorse the appeal, for
instance, the enactment of the "USA Patriot Acto@N6.2) initialized by the former US president
George Bush. Furthermore, time does not diluted#meand for stronger patriotism among people. Based
on the official information released by the US Ealion Department, "as part of President Obama's
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education agenda, the Department of Education @M)sions a nationwide commitment to preparing
all students for citizenship as informed, engaged eesponsible members of our society." (source:
http://www.ed.gov/civic-learning). Certainly, patism as a less rational element of citizenshipl, st
finds its place amid the concepts of liberty anchha rights under democracy.

Perhaps the subject matter of the curriculum ofainand national education is deemed to be too tiase
to the establishment and launched under a bad cuitje but we think that it is groundless for any
person in the society to denounce the value ofesighip including patriotism in a broader sense and
reject the promotion of it through the process d@iaation no matter how clumsy the approach of
implementation is.

Notes:

6.2 USA Patriot Act: “Uniting and Strengthening Amea by Providing Appropriate Tools Required to
Intercept and Obstruct Terrorism Act of 2001 &% [E# 5% ) was initiated by the Former US
President George Bush and enacted by the Congne@st®6, 2001

6.3 Civic Education in US:
sourcehttp://www.ed.gov/civic-learning

End of Section 6
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7.IMPLICATIONSOF THE MYTHICAL THOUGHT OF DEMOCRACY TO SOCIAL
DEVELOPMENT

Democracy is not just a system of formalities ahghlities. In the absence of the prerequisitehsaga
long democratic tradition, comprehensive civic edionn and considerable quantity of sensible and
responsible citizens, a democratic system may poinio variants of tyranny as all other regimen

the worst case, the social and political conflistsst into violent confrontation or war. Moreovéne
strong sentiment of the domestic democracy activégjainst the Chinese government can be easily
associated with the separation insurrections ar@mna league. Though it seems to ordinary petdé
there is no solid evidence for proving that thewehaubstantial connection with the extremists or
terrorists, their behavior may be used for aiding $eparation movements which are deemed to be a
direct and hostile challenge to the state sovetgignd the well being of ordinary people, thus Hert
undermining the mutual trust between them and émgral government. Fairly speaking, some of these
activities cross the red line as prescribed in tieason or state security law of a normal country,
including the western democratic countries.

Some populists, humanists, feminists and enviromatists have hijacked democracy and the "rule of
law" to offer some certain social groups generoesefits or preferential rights, their activitiesvha
induced severe resentment among those good, handshard working people. In short, when the
majority rule overshadows all minority interest,eihds up with the tyranny of majority. When the
protection of minority interest or the fight forifiaess of the vulnerable corrupt into the pursdit o
preferential rights that infringes the interesttioé majority, it ends up with the tyranny of hypter
When every social groups claim that they repregesice and refuse to recognize and cooperatetivith
government led by administrative chief belongingatwther rivalry party even though he or she is
elected via a pre-agreed and legitimated proces®nds up with the tyranny of barbarian. Whenlriva
parties arbitrarily use radical means includingemce to achieve their aims, it ends up with thraripy

of mob. All of these outcomes are featured by thimidance of violence and radicalism.

We aware of the proposition of "true suffrage” ditrdie democracy” by some aggressive democracy
activists who insist to allow popular involvementthe forthcoming election. As we explain in preiso
paragraphs, much of their believes are just grassdimyths. With their radical standard for true
democracy, notwithstanding the most outstandingtemesdemocratic countries are not qualified to be
the genuine practitioners of democracy. Ironicatlye systems prevail in some small countries in
northern and Eastern Europe are even closer ttbrubhedemocracy they propagate but most of them are
suffering from various kinds of chaos or problemgjovernance for the existence of unresolvableasoci
conflicts. We have reasons to suspect the vialofityhe so-called true democracy in the currentexn

On the other hand, the conservative mind of thabéishment and their indulgence of the rent seeking
behavior of the elite class including the richyéblood, technical bureaucrats and professior@lpe
have created a hotbed for the growth of extrenhisught among ordinary people. Rule of law and
economic principles are used as the pretexts twnaizing the unjust seizure of social resourbgs
these privileged classes in the light that thetumstnal establishment including the legal andremic
system are by default biased to them as free and é@mpetition is actually undermined by policesd
legislation in favor of gigantic corporations possag monopoly power in the market for the reaswns
regulation, enhancement of service quality or dfsbese "legal greed" are not contained, thelehei a
even bigger market place for the spreading of edimught.

By taking advantages of the wide spreading griegarmeising from the highly divided society, thesetr
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seekers including both the privileged class andvibible and noisy social groups are maximizingrthe
unjust interest by picking up and abusing some bmimding social, economic, political or metaphgksic
concepts like democracy, freedom, human rightte of law, free market competition, private
ownership and so on arbitrarily for the satisfattaf their unrestrained desires. Our city is grdlglua
transformed into an M-shaped society featured lwerge polarization. The various poll tests on the
public support of government which did not confdora binomial distribution but were found unusually
high figures on two extremes have provided us & qwloof for the polarization process. Even the
benefit maximizing behavior arising from the patation do not involve any organized political
conspiracy, the objective effects on the societjisastrous. People divide into rivalry parties petng

for exclusive tangible social resources and cawtiantangible rights in an irrational and uncorstesal
manner. The gain of one party always means thedbeghers. Even worse, the fight is not limitedato
zero sum game but a total dead loss of the se@dl beings. The radical behavior of extremists,
doctrinists and fundamentalists on the utmost efi@wvery social group in turn further incite theirals

to go to the other extreme in retaliation. Finathge divergence of views and conflicts of inter@stong
different social groups have caused the societypgiit into pieces resulting in the difficulties of
governance which is unable to be resolved simplyabyreal democratic system" deviced by "real
referendum” as propagated. On the contrary, wenangng closer towards a chaotic state in which the
society is suffering from a vicious cycle of "ricgainst dictatorship for democracy" and "restorabf
social order by authoritarian leadership againstynanny of mob".

In the last few centuries, the western countriegehdeveloped some kinds of mechanism to overcome
part of the shortcomings of democracy while mambjms remain unresolved. However, they reduce
the whole system into a "one person one vote" usalesuffrage system , export this over-simplified
concept to the rest of the world, and tell all dedpat this system is capable of improving theirent
situation. Based on this information, pro-democradyocates tend to believe that everything will be
better off once democracy is adopted while eviderfoend in countries outside Western Europe and
North America show that this is not true. The Wi#aupicture of democracy envisioned by many
democratic movement activists is only founded oa ¢inound of myths. As to the followers of this
ideology in the rest of the world, a practical gesb is that the democracy prevails in Western atest

is not just so simple as what they propagate. Téemuineness is also not unquestionable. At mest th
are by nature some kinds of benevolent aristocvawgre privileged class still dominate their soeigti
and enjoy most of the national resources. Demodrapyactical mode shares with all temporal pcditic
systems the same nature and functions which ¢otesta formal, nominal and institutional state
machine for the facilitation of the governance loé truling class over the rest of people. Whenever
people are divided into the ruling class and thedelass suppression, exploitation and power atmilse

be inevitable. The chaos, genocide, terrorist kt@and civil wars in Africa, middle East, Latin Anea,
South East Asia and Eastern Europe are factuabee@s demonstrating the severe consequence of the
implementation of such utopian principle in the exlie of necessary preconditions for the proper
functioning of democracy.

End of Section 7
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8. CONCLUSION

In spite of all the myths and shortcomings of deraog, we must admit that there may be currently no
better ideologies available in the world which © gromising in the pursuit of personal freedom,
dignity and equality. This conviction is best reggeted by the Winston Churchill's famous dictumhwit
heavy sarcasm cited in Section 4.9 which apparesdlys that democracy is the worst form of
government in the world but actually demeans tiep political systems by saying that they are even
worse (Democracy is the worst form of governmenthm world, except for all those others that have
been tried from time to time). Albeit only very feslemocratic countries appear to be successful in
practicing democracy, its demonstration effect anfluence is magnificent. However, from a
pragmatic and practical point of view, people @m® brave and over-optimistic to tell that the wehol
world are ready for the migration to the currenlitpal system of a few western countries, let @ahe
accomplishment of the ideal type of democracy aotl.

Years of our personal experience in dealing withwalks of life is indeed very discouraging. Weddn
accept that democracy is an end instead of the snea@achieve itself. To our best understanding of
democracy, we realize that it may recognize a deader, endorse a right decision, or remove a bad
government head from his office but very often dailto arrive at sensible solutions to practical
problems. The success of democracy relies heavily on the good virtue of almost the entire
population or at least a considerable portion of population whereas autocracy or_aristocracy can
function well with just a small fraction of benevolent and competent ruling elites. Theoretically
speaking, the implementation of democracy is more difficult than other political system.

More than two thousands year ago, by expressiagaimiration for the "commonwealth of great
unity" (K[AIZ¥8) which was a hybrid of democracy and socialisnvaitang in the protohistory period

of China, Confusius revealed his political ideatl @xplained his concession to the reality in actjaé
with his students after attending a ceremony. éngcond part of his discourse, he humbly confessed
that his competence was unable to realize the ntigg political system. Back to the real world, he
chose to accept the prevailing political ordertaf tpeaceful and prosperous society'{.2i5) under

the governance of aristocracy led by feudal pringbes collectively recognized the supreme positibn o
the king as their co-leader. The chaotic statehoksé countries pursuing democracy mentioned in
previous paragraphs can best reflect the greatowisaf Confusious who envisaged the disaster rekulte
from aiming too high at an idealistic political 83 while neglecting the lack of necessary predont

for accomplishing it including the presence of iblig political leaders and a significant quantifynooral
population. We have no intention to advocate atipali system back to the time of Confusius but his
practical or pragmatic manner towards the politreality should be valued and observed.

With democracy as one of the many goals of theastit® of human beings, we should be working hard
towards the establishment of democratic culturectwishould encompass the respect of rationality,
protection of the minority interest, belief in peand toleration of deviant views under the mastier of
majority other than boundless freedom and humamgig\Neverthelesghe representativeness of the
nominees should be increased along with the enhancement of the morality and civic sense of the
general public through an stepwise evolutionary process instead of a radical revolutionary
reform. The understanding and faithful adherence to &llftindamental principles (or the core values)
by most of the people supported by factual evideareethe prerequisites for practicing democracy and
approaching closer to its theoretical ideal typ#.tide radical ideas of boundless freedom, unrestch
human rights, great leap forward or shock theragyhaghly risky as proven by the failures of many
countries in which the democratic movements arackgd by extremists in the last few decades. On the
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other hand, ignoring the public vow for fairnessstice, liberty and all other equitable human ggist
stupid as it will add fuel to the radical demoaratiovement.

End of Article
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