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Two val uabl e non-parti san surveys track the standi ng of 166 sovereign states, 164 of
them UN nenber states. One is the Denpcracy |ndex, conpiled by the Economi st
Intelligence Unit, a UK-based private conpany which publishes The Econom st.

The other is Freedom House, a non-profit, majority U S. governnment- funded

organi zation in Washington, D.C, that conducts research and advocacy on denocracy,
political freedom and human rights. Freedom House was founded in October 1941, and
Wendel I WI I kie and El eanor Roosevelt served as its first honorary chairpersons.

Wth the disarray of denocracies, both Anerican and around the world, we are seeing a
decline of the once unquestioned superiority of denocracy over any other governing
systens since the US won the Cold War against the USSR This is a good tinme to see
where the US stands in this list, and how we could do better. There are dire warnings
that m ght show otherwi se. W nust make sone structural changes to the Constitution
to save oursel ves.

Denocracies are rated according to the following criteria:

\ 225 El ectoral process and pluralism
\ 225 Cvil liberties
\ 225 Functi oni ng of gover nnent

\ 225 Political participation

\ 225 Political culture.

\ 225

Mssing, in nmy opinion, is how countries treat wonen, an essential condition for a
heal t hy denocracy. One need only | ook at Afghanistan\222s Taliban rulers to see how
abysnmal |y they govern. The contrast before they recaptured the country and now
illustrates the decline of institutions wthout the equal participation of womnen.
Conpar e Afghani stan\222s |life conditions with Norway, for exanple.

The 2022 Index rates the countries as foll ows:

Ful | Denocracies are nations where civil liberties and fundanental political freedons
are not only respected, but are reinforced by a valid system of checks and bal ances,
wi th an independent judiciary whose decisions are enforced, and a diverse and

i ndependent news nedi a.

Fl awed denocraci es have fair and free elections and basic civil liberties, but may
have | ess than independent nedi a, underdevel oped political culture, and | ow | evel s of
political participation.

Hybrid regi mes have fraudul ent el ections, governnent-threatened free nedia,
government -t hreatened judiciary, w despread corruption, anemc rule of |law, and | ow
political participation

Aut horitarian regi mes have no political pluralism are absol ute nonarchies or
di ctat orshi ps, abuse civil liberties, have powerless judiciary, and rubber-stanped
parlianents.

Ranki ngs of Denocr aci es.

\ 225 Wor ki ng Denocracies: The top 10 countries are Denmark, Norway, Finland, Sweden,
Germany, Switzerland, Netherlands, New Zeal and, Bel gium and Costa Ri ca.

\ 225 Defi ci ent Denocracies: Uruguay, United States, Slovenia, Tunisia, Milta, Pol and,
Hungary, and a long list of others.

\ 225 Hybrid Regi mes: Kenya, India, Singapore, Mexico, Burna/Manmar, Ukraine, and a lo
ng

[ist of others.

\ 225 Moder at e Aut ocraci es: Paki stan, Turkey, Egypt, Cuba, Belarus, and a long list.

\ 225 Hard Autocracies: Venezuela, Sonulia, Palestine/Wst Bank, Sudan, Syria, Saud
Arabia, North Korea, and a long |ist.

Wiy is the US half way down this |ist and defined as deficient? The problenms are a
failing political culture, low voting participation, only one of the two politica
parties functioning as a denocracy, an undenocratic system of gerrymandering, a
senate that can obstruct the popularly el ected Congress, and a | ess-than-trusted
judiciary.



Per haps the nost serious problemis the |Iack of good character of elected officials,
i ncluding the nost serious |ack of character of all: a former president who cane to
of fice despite | osing popul ar vote thanks to an undenocratic "el ectoral college,"”

whi ch gives power to states with small popul ati ons. The Senate sufferers fromthe
sanme undenocratic stacking: two senators fromeach state, despite popul ati on nunbers.

Unfortunately, participatory governments are only as good as their participants. The
systemis not ironclad by laws, such as in a dictatorship. Qur founding fathers noted
that if nen were angels, we would not need government. W know today that we depend
heavily on norns of behavior, and one president who viol ates these norns can endanger
the entire enterprise.

To remedy these deficiencies, we would need nore public participation, rules that
could protect us against bad character in our elected officials, elimnation of

El ectoral College, rules against unfair gerrymandering of state governnents, and a
change in Suprene Court appointnments and reexam nation of life tenure.

The next columm will suggest how we address our denocracy\222s shortcomn ngs before they
becone worse
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