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Critiquing the Democracy of the Majoritarian System
Introduction
	In the modern ruling systems, democracy is held with high esteem and protects the rights of citizens through constitutional checks and humanitarian bodies. This is in contrast to the ancient model of democracy where laws and trials were executed through a vote of the majority in a public meeting. Such a rule of the majority can be inefficient and unjust especially in life-death trials where the emotions and ignorance of the public results to obstruction of justice. Thucydides’ account of Mytilenian debate and Plato’s Apology of Socrates present perfect analogies of the misgivings of the democracy of the majority rule. This paper seeks to criticize the democracy of majority rule based on the two premises. The two accounts present the lack of pre-established rules and guidelines on punishments and the limitation of the ancient democracy in its extremes of people’s freedom of speech and religion.
Thucydides’ Account of Mytilenian Debate
Making weighty decisions especially life and death matters ought to be guided by pre-established laws and guidelines as opposed to the democracy of majoritarian rule where public outcry is voting by show hands is used to determine the fate of the subject. In the event of the Mytilenian debates Athenian democracy was the dominant rule, Thucydide the event where the public was deciding the fate of the Mytilenians, who had revolted against Athens (Mena, 2017). The Athens had decided to kill all Mytilenian males and enslave their women and children as punishment for the revolt. Later, they reconsidered the decision and convened again to decide on the trial. Two prominent speakers, Cleon and Diodotus, produced their opposing and compelling speeches regarding the issue. Diodotus, with his well-articulated speech managed to convince the citizens not to condemn the Mytilenians to death (Mena, 2017). The alternative could have been worse as subjecting the women and children, who had not participated in the revolt, to slavery would have been unfair. The death penalty in itself does not redeem character and does not guarantee a change of character to the people around. The Mytilenians were lucky to be subjected to a logical mind like that of Diodotus, otherwise, the public could have declared their death. Democracy of majority rule fails to incorporate fairness when it comes to trials as the public is drawn with emotions in making decisions that concern life.
Plato’s Apology of Socrates
 While democracy encompasses the freedom of speech and religion, the expression of these aspects is limited in the democracy of majority rule which also fails to execute trials with justice. Speeches and religions that obstructed the conventional lives of people in ancient times were met with public rejection and condemnation. Plato’s Apology of Socrates is a perfect of analogy to this condemnation. Socrates, through his public speeches, was advocating for true and liberalized democracy where the public and the government would not be entrusted with absolute and arbitrary power to make decisions for others (Hackforth, 2014). As a result, the jury of the Athenian public accused him of corrupting the minds of the youth with his teachings on revolutionary democracy. He was sentenced to death, which was later executed through poisoning (Bonner, 2017). There was no rational fairness in sentencing Socrates as engaging in philosophical teaching s and debates had not been outlined as an offence in the laws of Athens. This was despite the fact that, he was exercising his democratic right to speech. Thus, the ancient people, especially Athenians, failed to recognize the supposed fullness of democracy even in trials where the public jury ought to have commended the revolutionary visions of philosophers like Socrates.
Conclusion
Ancient democracy of the majority rule, therefore, fails to capture the threshold fairness in public trials. The democracy operates on the influence of the eloquent individuals who can convince the public on the decision to make in the sentencing of an accused. Laws and guidelines ought to be there instead and the public ought to understand that democracy encompasses freedom in all aspects of life.
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