
The motion ‘Western democracy is purely symbolic’ challenges one of the most
dominant political assumptions of our time. Western nations are often viewed as a
beacon of democracy with models of freedom, fairness and representation that
other countries aspire to follow. However, critics argue that beneath this image lies
a more complicated reality, where democratic ideals do not fully translate into
meaningful power for ordinary citizens. 

Supporters of this motion may argue that while democratic systems promise
representation, accountability and participation, these principles may only exist in
theory, not in practice. Elections might occur regularly, but critics claim that real
power frequently lies with a small political elite, large corporations, or unelected
institutions who use tools such as mass media to influence power. This could make
voting a ritual rather than a meaningful tool for change. They could also argue that
Western democracies promote values such as freedom, self-determination and
human rights, but in many cases their foreign policies contradict these ideals.

On the other hand, opponents argue that Western democracies, despite
imperfections, provide genuine freedoms such as the right to vote, protest, speak
openly, and influence policy. They highlight peaceful transfers of power,
independent courts, and free media as evidence that democracy is more than
symbolic: it is functional and evolving. They may also argue that foreign policy
decisions are subject to scrutiny through parliamentary debate and media
accountability.

Do Western democracies genuinely empower citizens to shape political decisions,
or do they merely give the impression of participation while real power lies
elsewhere?

Debate it!

Western democracy is purely symbolic
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