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Part One


The Solution to the Problem of Democracy









The Authority of the People: The Political Basis of the Third Universal Theory


The instrument of government


The instrument of government is the primary political problem facing human communities. This problem is often the reason behind family feuds and it was further aggravated to an alarming extent after the rise of modern societies.


People today are still faced by the persistent problem of the instrument of government. Failing to find the final and democratic solution to this political problem, many societies are bearing the burden of its far-reaching consequences and ramifications. The Green Book presents the ultimate solution to this problem.


All existing political systems in the world today are the product of the struggle for power between potential instruments of government. This struggle, whether conducted by peaceful or armed means, may be a class struggle, a sectarian or tribal strife, or a power struggle between individual adversaries vying for political ascendancy. It invariably culminates in the victory of one instrument of government – whether it be an individual, a sect, a political party or a social class – and the defeat of the people, the defeat of true democracy.


Political struggle which culminates in the victory of a candidate obtaining 51 per cent of the total votes of the electorate, establishes a dictatorship in the seat of power garbed in the guise of democracy. It is in fact, a dictatorship because 49 per cent of the electorate would then be governed by an instrument of government they did not vote for, and which has been imposed upon them. This is the essence of dictatorship. Moreover, a political conflict may culminate in the rise to power of an instrument of government representing a minority of the electorate. Such an outcome is the product of an electoral process whereby the votes of the electorate are distributed among a number of candidates, of whom one would obviously obtain a number of votes larger than the number obtained separately by any one of the other candidates. Yet, though the sum total of the votes scored by these other candidates would be the largest and represent a sweeping majority, the candidate who independently scored the highest percentage of the ballot, which is comparatively the lowest, is legally considered a winner in a democratically conducted elections. In actual fact, such an outcome heralds the rise of a dictatorship in the misleading guise of democracy.


Such is the reality of political systems of government prevalent in our world today: sheer dictatorship falsifying true democracy.


Parliaments


The institution of parliament in the world today is the backbone of modern traditional democracy. Yet such an institution is a misrepresentation of the people, and parliamentary systems are a contrived solution to the problem of democracy.




No representation of the people – representation is a falsehood.





Parliaments as instruments of government are essentially established in the name of the people. Yet this underlying principle is in itself undemocratic, since democracy as a system of government means the power of the people, and not power vested in elected members of an assembly, in the name of the people. As such, the mere existence of parliaments underlies the absence of the people, for democracy can only exist with the presence of the people and not in the presence of representatives of the people.




Parliament is a governing body in absentia.





Parliaments have become a legal barrier between people and their right to exercise authority. They exclude the masses in order to prevent them from practising politics, and monopolize the control of politics in their name. The people are left with nothing but a semblance of democracy, manifested in the long queues of voters waiting their turn to cast their votes in the ballot box.


To unravel the real nature of parliaments, we must know how they are formed. They are either elected from constituencies, a political party or a coalition of parties, or are appointed. All such methods are undemocratic. The division of the population into constituencies means that a member of parliament represents thousands, hundreds of thousands, even millions of citizens, depending on the population count. It also means that a member of parliament thus elected keeps few people’s organizational links with the electorate, and is considered, along with the other members, a representative of the people as a whole. This method is a requirement of existing traditional democracies. At this point in the process, the masses and the elected member of parliament, are totally set apart, and the elected member, upon obtaining the majority vote, becomes a monopolizer of the people’s sovereignty by virtue of the authority vested in him to manage their affairs.


Traditional democracy, prevalent in our world today, confers upon members of parliament a sanctity and an immunity it denies ordinary citizens. Parliaments have thus become a means of confiscating and monopolizing the power of the people. Such a state of affairs gives the people the right to struggle, by waging a revolution to destroy these instruments – the so-called representative assemblies which monopolize democracy and sovereignty, and usurp the will of the masses. The masses will rise and proclaim the new principle in a thundering cry: “No, to representation of the people.”


If a parliament is formed from members who are followers of one particular political party as a result of their electoral victory, then this parliament is not representative of the people, but of this particular party; the executive body it will appoint will be the executive power of this party, and not of the people.




Representative assemblies are a misrepresentation of democracy.





Similarly, a parliament of proportional representation whose seats are distributed to the different parties according to their percentage success in the vote is not representative of the people: its members do not represent the people but their parties; and the ruling power established by this coalition of the parties is the power of the coalition and not of the people.


Under such systems, the people are the prey fought over by the predators: instruments of government compete in their power struggle for the votes of the people they in turn neglect and exploit, while the people move silently towards the ballot box, like the beads in a rosary, to cast their votes in the same way that they throw rubbish in dustbins. This is traditional democracy that is prevalent in the world today, regardless of the system of government in place and regardless of whether it is a one-party, a bipartisan or a multi-party system, or indeed a regime which precludes political parties. Traditional democracy therefore rep resents forms of government in which the principle of representation is a fraud.


Assemblies whose seats are allotted to heirs and other privileged appointees cannot be similarly categorized: they lack even a semblance of democracy.


Moreover, the electoral system in the so-called democratic forms of government is a demagogic practice in the literal sense of the word. It is based on propaganda campaigns aimed at winning over the constituents, and involves buying and manipulating votes. This produces closed election campaigns which the poor cannot afford to participate in and thus the rich are always elected.


The principle of elected representation was advocated by philosophers, intellectuals and writers in times past, when people were unwittingly herded like sheep by sultans, emperors and conquerors. At that time, what the people truly aspired to was to have someone to represent them to the rulers. Even when this aspiration was rejected, throughout history people have waged a bitter and protracted struggle to attain this goal. After the triumph of republicanism and the beginning of the era of the masses, it is unthinkable that the concept of democracy should be translated into an electoral process whereby a few elected deputies are mandated to represent the masses. This is an outdated theory, and an obsolete experiment. Power should be entirely for all the people. It should always be borne in mind that the most tyrannical of dictatorships the world has known have existed under the aegis of parliaments.


The political party


The political party is a contemporary form of dictatorship. It is the latest modern dictatorial instrument of government, where - by the part rules the whole. Comprised of a group as opposed to an individual, a political party is able nevertheless to attribute a semblance of democracy to itself through the formation of councils and committees, and through the propaganda activities of its members.




The party system aborts democracy.





But a political party is not in any respect a democratic instrument. It is an organization formed by individuals who share the same interests, ideas, culture, place or doctrine. They come together to form a political party so that they may realize their interests or impose their ideas or the might of their doctrine on society as a whole, with the intention of seizing power as a means to implement their political program.


Democratically, none of these individuals or members of a political party should rule over a whole people who constitute diverse interests, opinions, dispositions, places and beliefs. A political party is a dictatorial instrument of government which enables those with the same ideas or interests to rule over the people as a whole. In actual fact the party constitutes only a small minority.




He who elects to be a partisan betrays society.





The purpose of organizing a political party is to create an instrument with which to govern the people, the non-party members of the populace.


Fundamentally, political parties are based on a domineering and despotic theory: the manipulation of the people by the party leadership. The leadership alleges that its rise to power is a means to realizing the party’s objectives, and assumes that its objectives also represent the aspirations of the people. Such theorizing is a justification for party dictatorship, and it is the theory presented by any dictatorship.


Regardless of their diversity, political parties set forth theories that are basically the same. Yet it is the plurality of parties that escalates the struggle for power which usually supersedes and destroys any achievements gained by the people, and also subverts any socially beneficial plans. Such destruction and subversion is meant to justify the opposition party’s attempts to undermine the ruling party it aims to replace.


In their fight against each other, political parties seldom engage in armed strife; instead they usually resort to mud-slinging tactics to discredit one another. Their battle inevitably rages beyond society’s vital and prime interests, and of these some, if not all, may fall victim of this wrangling and be destroyed. However, this situation serves to support the arguments of the opposition parties against the ruling party or coalition.


In order to rule, the opposition party must defeat the existing instrument of government. To do so, the opposition must undermine the government’s achievements and cast doubts on its plans, even if these plans were beneficial to society, to prove the incompetence of the current governing instrument. Consequently, the interests and programs of society become the victims of the power struggle raging among the political parties.


Although the struggle for power among political parties stimulates political activity, it nevertheless has a devastating impact on political, social and economic levels. Invariably, it culminates in the triumph of just another instrument of power – in the downfall of one political party and the rise of another – but also in the defeat of the people, and thus the defeat of democracy. It should be added here that political parties can also be bribed or corrupted by both internal and external interests.


Initially, a political party is formed to represent the people. However it does not take long for the party leadership to become the representative of the party members, then for the head of the party to become the representative of the elite. It is clear that this is a game of deceitful farce based on a false form of democracy, which has underlying selfish and authoritarian intentions that are fraudulently pursued with manoeuvring and political games. This confirms the fact that the party system is a modern instrument of dictatorship which the world has not yet eradicated. It is the dictatorship of the modern age.




A political party represents a portion of the people, but the sovereignty of the people is indivisible.





When a parliament is formed by a winning political party, it becomes an assembly representative of this party, and the executive power formed by such an assembly becomes the party’s instrument of authority over the people. Thus, the party which is supposed to exercise power in the interest of all the people, is actually the arch-enemy of a large proportion of the people, namely the party or parties of the opposition and their supporters. This does not make the opposition the popular guardian watching over the performance of the ruling party, but rather it is itself lying in wait for the opportunity to replace it. The legal guardian watching over the ruling party, according to the principles of modern democracy, is parliament. But since members of the ruling party constitute the majority in parliament, supervision of the ruling party’s performance in government comes from within its own party, i.e. the ruling party supervises itself. This state of affairs illustrates the deceit, falseness and invalidity of the political theories prevalent in the world today, and it is these which are the source of contemporary traditional democracy.




A political party rules in the name of the people, but in truth there is no representation in lieu of the people.





The political party is the modern-day equivalent of the tribe or sect. A society which is ruled by a one-party system is similar to a society which is governed by one tribe or one sect, because, as noted above, a political party represents the vision of one group, or the interests of one social group, or one belief or place, and therefore represents a minority of the people. Similarly, a tribe or a sect represents a minority of the people, and has its own particular interests or belief from which its vision is formed. While the blood tie constitutes the only difference between a tribe and a political party, indeed a tribe could have been the basis for the foundation of a party. There is no difference between a political party’s struggle for power and a tribal or sectarian struggle for power. Just as a tribal or sectarian regime is politically condemned and rejected, a political party regime should likewise be condemned and rejected: they all follow the same course which leads to the same outcome. The impact of the struggle of political parties on society is as damaging and devastating as that of any tribal or sectarian struggle.


The social class


The class political system is the same as a party, a tribal or a sectarian political system. It is a political system whereby a particular social class dominates a society in the same way as a political party, tribe or sect would.


Social classes, like political parties, sects or tribes, are groups of people bound together by common interests. Common interests emerge from the existence of a particular group of people bound together by kinship, place, belief, culture, or standard of living. Classes, parties, sects and tribes emerge because kinship, belief, standard of living, culture or place create a common view point as to how their common interests are best achieved. Thus social structures whether classes, parties, tribes or sects emerge and eventually a political instrument develops from these which is used to realize the common vision and interests of that particular group. However, the people are neither a class, party, tribe nor sect, for these represent only a section of the people and constitute a minority in society. If either a class, party, tribe or sect dominates a society then the system of government becomes a dictatorship. Nevertheless, a class or a tribal coalition is preferable to a coalition of parties, since societies are almost invariably descendants of tribes. It is rare to come across a people without tribal roots, and whilst all people belong to different social classes, they are not all affiliated to political parties; but political parties or coalitions represent a minority compared to the masses outside their membership. Moreover, in a true democracy, there is no justification for one social class to suppress other classes in order to serve its own interests. Likewise there is no justification for one political party to suppress other parties for its own benefit, nor for one tribe or sect to do the same.
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