Unit Three	
                                              3. Democracy and Good Governance 
3.1 Defining Democracy 
Democracy is not an exclusive property of developed countries or Western societies. Democratic norms and principles are universal but, the institutions which inform democracy and concrete forms of its political practices may vary in time and space (i.e. through historical era and from country to country). Thus, as a universal form of rule with specific manifestations in time and space, democracy is a political concept founded on three underlining ideas, namely, democracy as a value, a process and a practice. Strictly speaking, there are conceptual and methodological difficulties in understanding and defining democracy. In this case, one difficulty in defining democracy arises from the fact that political systems are in a continual state of evolution. As ideas change, the content of the word democracy changes in minds of the people. A consequence of this change of attitude the term is now used to describe so many different forms of government. It is this very popularity of the term that makes democracy a difficult concept to understand. When a term means anything to anyone, it is in danger of becoming entirely meaningless.  
It is evident that the term democracy is used to cover wide ranges of political systems; some of which are old and experienced, while others are relatively new and inexperienced. Their rate of advance towards their political, social and economic goals varies widely. Despite these facts, scholars, politicians and others attempted to define democracy in various ways. To this end, the following are some of the possible definitions of democracy.
The word democracy is a term that comes from two Greek words demos, which means people and kratos, which mean to govern or to rule. “Democracy” can then be literally translated by the following terms: Government of the People or Government of the Majority. Convincingly it can be also said that democracy is a people centered system, where the people are the heart, the root and the beneficiary. The benefits of democracy are prosperity, good quality of life and wellbeing, human security, human dignity and participation of the people in all decisions affecting their lives. 
The dictionary definition of the term entails that democracy is a state of government in which people hold the ruling power either directly or indirectly through their elected representatives. 
From the perspective of participation, democracy can be explained as, the mobilization of constituent groups around the issues and problems of common concern, the organization of forums for the expression of alternative views on the issues, and the implementation of decision-making procedures based on majority rule. According to this definition, since the practical establishment of democracy depends on individual citizens’ participation, in the absence, it is difficult to influence the government in decision or policymaking. 
American president Abraham Lincoln defines: democracy is government of the people, by the people and for the people. In democracy power comes from the people, exercised by the people and the purpose of the government is serving the.  

3.2Fundamental Principles and Values of Democracy
As we have seen above democracy does not have one common definition. However, it has its own common values and principles that are common for all countries of the world. Now let us see some of the most frequently mentioned universal principles and values of democracy. These basic principles that have identified by people from around the world must exist in order to have a democratic government. These principles often become a part of the constitution or bill of rights in a democratic society. Though no two democratic countries are exactly alike, people in democracies support many of the same basic principles and desire the same benefits from the government.
Active Participation: - One of the most basic evidences of a democracy is citizen participation. It is not only their right, but it is their duty. Citizen participation may take many forms including standing for election, voting in elections, becoming informed, debating issues, attending community or civic meetings, being members of private voluntary organizations, paying taxes, and even protesting etc. This active participation of citizens in all affairs of a country considered as a cornerstone to build democracy and democratic system.
Equality: - Democratic societies emphasize the principle that all people are equal. Equality means that all individuals are valued equally, have equal opportunities, and may not be discriminated against because of their religion, ethnic group, gender or sexual orientation. In democracy, individuals and groups maintain their right to have different cultures, personalities, languages and beliefs.

Majority rule and minority right:Majority rule is a means for organizing government and deciding public issues; it is not another road to oppression. Minorities should not be discriminated based on their ethnic background, religious belief, geographic location, income level, or simply as the losers in elections or political debate. They should enjoy guaranteed basic human rights that no government, and no majority, elected or not, should remove this. Minorities need to trust that the government will protect their rights and self-identity. 
Tolerance: - A democratic society is often composed of people from different cultures, religious, and ethnic groups who have viewpoints different from a majority of the population, but all are tolerant of each other. A democratic society is enriched by diversity. Democratic societies are politically tolerant. This means that while the majority of the people rule in a democracy, the rights of the minority must be protected. People who are not in power must be allowed to organize and speak out. Political minorities are sometimes referred to as “the opposition” because they may have ideas which are different from the majority. If the majority deny rights to and destroy their opposition, then they also destroy democracy.
Accountability: - Accountability implies that government officials are answerable to the decisions and acts they took. In a democracy, elected and appointed officials have to be accountable to the people. They are responsible for their actions. Officials must make decisions and perform their duties according to the will and wishes of the people, not for themselves.
Transparency: - Transparency implies openness of the activities of government officials and institutions to the public. For government to be accountable the people must be aware of what is happening in the country. This is referred to as transparency in government. A transparent government holds public meetings and allows citizens to attend. In a democracy, the press and the people are able to get information about what decisions are being made, by whom and why.
Democratic election:-One way citizens of the country express their will is by electing officials to represent them in government. Democracy insists that these elected officials are chosen and peacefully removed from office in a free and fair manner. Intimidation, corruption and threats to citizens during or before an election are against the principles of democracy. In democracy, elections are held regularly with fixed time interval. Participation in elections should not be based on a citizen's wealth. For free and fair elections to occur, most adult citizens should have the right to stand for government office. Additionally, obstacles should not exist which make it difficult for people to vote.
Separation of power:it refers to the division of government responsibilities into distinct branches to limit any one branch from exercising the core functions of another.  The intent is to prevent the concentration of power and provide for checks and balances.  
Economic Freedom:-People in a democracy must have some form of economic freedom. This means that the government allows some private ownership of property and businesses, and that the people are allowed to choose their own work and labor unions. The role the government should play in the economy is open to debate, but it is generally accepted that free markets should exist in a democracy and the state should not totally control the economy. Some argue that the state should play a stronger role in countries where great inequality of wealth exists due to past discrimination or other unfair practices.
Respecting Human Rights:- All democratic states strive to respect and protect human rights of citizens. Human rights mean those values that reflect respect for human life and dignity. Democracy emphasizes the value of every human being. Examples of human rights include the right to life, liberty, and security of a person among others.
Multi-Party System: - In order to have a multi-party system, more than one political party must participate in elections and play a role in government. A multi-party system allows opposition to the party which might win the election. A multi-party system provides voters with a choice of candidates, parties, and policies to vote for. However, if a country only has one party, the result has been a dictatorship.
The Rule of Law:-In a democracy no one is above the law, even a king or an elected President. This is called the rule of law. It means that everyone must obey the law and be held accountable if they violate it. Democracy also insists that the law be equally, fairly and consistently enforced. 
  3.3 Ways of Exercising Democracy
There are two ways of exercising democracy i.e. direct and indirect (representative) democracy. In fact both have advantage and disadvantages. In this section you will look at each of them.
Direct democracy: - the expression 'direct democracy' is subject to misconceptions. The equal right of all citizens to participate in the processes of government does not mean that every decision is taken at a kind of mass meeting. Rather, it meant that all citizens had equal right to membership of a number of governing bodies. But these governing bodies had manageable size. Direct democracy/pure democracy is an exercise of democracy, in which ‘all citizens’ without the intermediary of elected officials can participate in decision-making process. This belief is based on the right of every citizen over a certain age to attend political meetings, vote on the issue being discussed at that meeting and accepting the majority decision should such a vote lead to a law being passed which you as an individual did not support. Part of this belief is, the right of every one to hold political office if they are chosen to do so.
Direct democracy also believes that all people who have the right to elect should actively participate in the system so that any law passed does have the support of the majority. Direct democracy gives all people the right to participate regardless of religious beliefs, gender, sexual orientation, physical well-being etc. Only those who have specifically gone against society are excluded from direct democracy. 
The difficulties of direct democracy are well known. When the people of a nation cannot meet to take decisions, direct forms of democracy are incapable of replacing representation. However, there are areas in which they can complement democracy. Direct democracy can be put into practice in local meetings, schools and citizens' associations, where they can be discussed and submitted for collective decision. However, this is not possible with more complex and general matters. 
Most constitutions envisage a procedure for the direct consultation of all citizens, namely the referendum. The practice of holding referenda on precise points should be used frequently and defined with precision. Referenda could be held at the local, regional and national levels. Direct democracy is fine in theory but it does not always match the theory when put into practice. 
The origin of direct democracy can be traced back to ancient Athens. In the ancient Athenian city-state, all adult male citizens met in assembly and made decisions. Athenians were ruling themselves directly without intermediaries of representatives. Political participation in Athens, however, was not all-inclusive and opens to all. Women, slaves and aliens were not considered as citizens and hence were not allowed to participate in the assembly. In strict words, the Athenian democracy was not an ideal or pure model of democracy. Nevertheless, the Greek experiment of democracy is generally considered to have provided important lesson for today's world. This is partly because of the facts that:        
· It was the first known example of democracy, and 
· It was carried out in circumstances that can never be repeated, which makes it possible to study a much simpler form of democratic government.
Indirect /Representative Democracy: - This is the modern type of democracy that we have today. A representative democracy is practiced when citizens within a country elect representatives to make decisions for them. In this regard, the meaning of representative form of democracy is that the whole people cannot directly participate in their own affairs but through their representatives, which are periodically elected by the people themselves. For instance, every 5 years in Ethiopia, the people have the chance to vote into power those they wish to represent us in the Parliament. The Parliamentarians meet in the House of People representatives to discuss matters and pass acts which then become Ethiopian law. Within the House of People representatives, each elected Parliamentarians represents all citizens. The voters passed the responsibility of participating in law making to the Parliamentarians.  In this case, leaders must maintain some contact with voters so as to stay in power. However, if they fail to perform (or if the party has done badly during its time in office) they can be removed by the people. In this way, the people exercise control over their representatives.
To sum up, let us ask you a question, is representative government working well in our country? The answer to this question depends on what we think the purpose of representative government is. Most research in political science assumes that the purpose of representative government is to represent the will of the people by translating popular sentiment or public interest into governmental policy. It therefore assumes that a good measure of the performance of representative democracy, at least in its representative capacity, involves comparing policy results with public opinion as it is or as it should be.

3.4 models of Democracy 
Liberal Democracy
Liberal democracy advocates the principle of private enterprise and the guarantee of basic civil and political rights such as freedom of speech, religion, the right to elect and to be elected, etc. The state intervenes in order to protect an individual and sections of society from the evils of free private enterprise, and to promote greater social efficiency. Liberal democrats, however, have emphasized individual freedom and demanded that the state shall not lose sight of this in the search for social justice. Liberal democrats accept inequality or privilege so as to safeguard individual freedom. 
In nutshell, liberal democracy is a system of government in which the people govern themselves, criticize leaders of their government and choose new ones in an election. A basic belief of liberal democracy is that people of different interests and backgrounds have different political opinions. Democratic government rests on public opinions since in such a system there is a freedom of expression. Liberal democracy aims at the just and rational organization of authority in human society under the guise of the system of capitalism.
Economic/socialist Democracy
Economic democracy is the transfer of economic decision making power from the few to the many. Capitalist democracy according to economic democracy advocates, does not guarantee universal rights to decent food, housing, employment, child-care, education, or health care. There are no rights guaranteeing control over the fruits of one's labor and control over the work process itself. This is because of the fact that these rights contradict the unequal distribution of wealth and power and the desire to get rich. Formal liberal democracy helps to legitimize corporate capitalism. True democracy, however cannot exist without economic democracy and economic democracy cannot exist under the principles of capitalism. Here, to speak of economic democracy is to advocate democracy for the 'poor' as well as the rich. As such, economic democracy is the transfer of economic decision making from the few to the many. In this case, the assumption is that when workers and the poor control production, democratic choices to work, employment, income, technology, and the like can be extended.
Social Democracy
Social democracy is the result of two factors.  These are: the changing nature of national economies, and the changing nature of economic relations among society. Social democracy is sometimes called social equality, which aims to give all citizens equal rights under the law. All laws apply equally to all citizens regardless of their wealth, race, and religion, ideological outlook, sex, and the like. The goal of social democracy is to bring about equality and classless society through reform within the guise of capitalism.  In this case, it recognizes that individual background, abilities, efforts and so on determine his/ her way of life. And hence this is to ensure everyone an opportunity to make full use of his/her abilities. In other words, social democracy calls for social justice and economic empowerment of the subaltern classes. To this effect, it concerned with the provision, among others, provision of social security service, housing, free education, health and medical cares, and the like.
Developmental Democracy
Developmental democracy is happened as a result of the failure of neoliberalism thinking especially in most of the developing countries. A developmental state is one that intervenes in the economic life with the purpose of promoting industrial growth and economic development.  This doesn’t amount to state control of everything as in the case of socialist state rather an attempt to construct a partnership between the state and the major economic interests or private businesses, which is, therefore, a compromise between a minimal state and a socialist state principle. What does that mean? It means that a moderate free market and privatization is allowed. The classic example of a developmental state was Japan during 1868- 1912, and recently South East Asians such as Thailand, China, and Malaysia. Ethiopia falls into the developmental states category for the state exclusively controls vital public resources such as land, Telecommunication and Electricity, air aviation, and takes the lead in building public infrastructures including mega projects railways, highways, and hydropower.  The role the state in the economic development endeavor is immense in Ethiopia. Local and global private businesses are allowed to take part in the development process of the country side by side with the state. But private businesses are not allowed to control everything on the basis of completion in free market principle as in minimal states recommend. Developmental states    tend to be protectionist to safeguard globally incompetent local businesses employing different protectionist tools such as quota, subsidy, and import tariff, currency regulation to encourage local businesses grow faster and stronger so that they will be competent with global businesses.  Hence, it is important to distinct the difference between developmental states in one hand and developmental democratic state on the other hand.

[bookmark: furtherreading]             3.5 Actors in Democratization Process
Modern democracy has procreated the system of political parties, organized interest groups and an independent media as indispensable factor for its operation among others. The fact behind is that the representative system arrange the mobilization of political participation by enjoying upon the members of politically active people to take the mass, as much as possible in confidence either for the sake of demonstrating their faith or to justify the very legitimacy of their leadership and authority. Previously we have said that democracy is a process. Building up of democracy is not an overnight program it needs not only time but different actors must also be involved to build democracy and democratic culture. Thus, in this lesson you will look at the roles of different actors in the democratization process. 
   Political Parties 
In a political system characterized by representative democracy, political parties are vectors of democracy. They are essential to the functioning and durability of democracy since they are not only the instruments through which power is attained by means of free, fair and transparent elections but also the setting for working out practical ideas and proposals which may constitute alternative programs to the government. They also constitute the means through which individuals may influence public affairs, express their discontent or support governmental action.
Open competition between political parties in the framework of elections is one of the indispensable characteristics of representative democracies. Open competitions between parties contend for the management of a country's affairs is a socially and politically divisive factor and the stakes are generally high for those involved in this competition. It is therefore important and this is one of the conditions for democracy's survival.
Party Systems
Party systems refer to the number of parties and pattern of relationships among the parties with in a nation. Taking in to account the number of dominant or existing political parties with in a state, party systems are classified in to three major categories.

1. One party system
2. Two party system 
3. Multiparty system 
One Party System 
One party system is, most of the time, ideological in its outlook and authoritarian in its structure. In this system, it is usually not allowed other parties to function either de jure or de facto. As such, the party and its ideology are the main determinants of governmental policy, style, and the very existence of the media and interest groups and the like.  In this case, the party requires that important government officials to be members of the party or of satellite groups and expects their behavior to conform to the policies and ideology.
Two Party Systems
Two party systems are characterized by a regular alternation in office between two major dominant parties. In two party systems, although minor parties exist, two major parties dominate government. It is argued that the system provides the people with a choice of policies and leaders while at the same time guaranteeing governmental stability. The devices of the electoral arrangement in such a system assure a majority for one party or the other, thus enabling that one will have the power to carry out its election promises. 

The origins of many one-party systems are obvious, but the question often arises as to why some modern countries function as a two-party system when these societies are so complex and that it should be impossible for two parties to aggregate all the prevailing interests present and still stand for anything. Two party systems are common in the political system of Britain, which is mostly dominated by the conservative and labor party. United States of America as a country dominated by the Democratic and Republican parties is also another good example of the two party systems. 
Multi Party Systems 
Multiparty systems are systems in which there are at least three or more major parties. In multiparty system, one party rarely wins enough seats in the legislature to form government. Consequently, several parties combine forces to obtain a majority and form a coalition government to direct the nation’s affaires. As you might expect, when groups with different ideologies attempt to share power with different ideologies, coalitions often break down when disputes or disagreements a rise requiring new elections. In such countries voters have a wide range of choices on election days. The parties in multiparty system often represent widely different ideologies or basic believes about government. 
Non-Governmental Organizations
Like political parties, Non-governmental organizations are valuable vectors of democracy. They differ from political parties only in their final goal, but they all contribute to consciousness raising, defense of the legitimate interests of groups of individuals and the protection of individual and collective rights and freedoms. The efficacy of the work of civil society depends on the extent to which such associations are autonomous or institutionalized. When they have relatively formal links to the State or political parties, they lose some of their autonomy and thus their ability to intervene in all freedom in the management and conduct of public affairs and in the working of institutions according to arrangements deriving from their governing principle of special interests. NGOs, while being associations, have more pronounced concerns in the area of the protection of human rights and humanitarian law. Such concerns urge them to intervene in the political field even if they claim to have nothing to do with politics. It is nevertheless true that the growth of NGOs provides strong contribution to the consolidation of civil society in these countries.
 Interest Groups 
Interest groups, as associations on the basis of the free will of individuals, play a prominent role in the process of democratization. Here, we will deal with the nature of interest groups, their difference with political parties, various types of interest groups and methods they employ to influence government.
Consistent with the freedom of association granted to citizens in democracies, democratic states are characterized by the emergence and operation of several kinds of interest groups. Interest groups are organizations or groups of people, which are autonomous from government or political parties with the objective of influencing government. In democracy we find several interest groups that are attempting to promote and influence the policies of government. In fact interest groups are regarded as essential transmission belts between people and government. They play an important role in helping the people to interact with government, which is often remote and difficult for the individual to influence. Interest groups, bridge the gap between the citizen and government. Through interest groups, citizens communicate their wants on policy goals to government leaders. 

Public Opinion
Public opinion is of a crucial importance for democracy. Are you wondering why? Public opinion is made up with citizens or specific groups that reflect on their community and express their criticisms, their proposals or their agreement to influence the construction of political will. It is not possible to talk about only one, but of several public opinions because in a plural society, there are always several stands. 
Public opinion is then a tool to control the politicians that lead the country. On the one hand, this is important for the opposition as the latter is only potentially active in front of the government through this public opinion. Indeed, what important changes would an opposition bring if it was only able to express criticisms in closed rooms? It is when the opposition represents its stands and opinions, finds itself obliged to react, otherwise it is running the risks of disaffection or destitution, from its citizens. Moreover, public opinion serves the whole population in its effort to display criticisms and its incitements to well defined actions.

Each citizen has the right to gather information and to contribute somehow to the expression of public opinion when he/she organizes, for instance, a meeting in order to exchange information. In this context, political and social human rights play an important role: the freedom of opinion, as well as freedom to hold meetings and to setup associations which allow citizens to participate in the expression of public opinion, without having to put up with any pressure. Public opinion then constitutes a controlling tool, which is very important in a democracy.
Mass Media 
Finally, we will discuss the roles of the mass media in the process of democratization. Freedom of the media is essential in a democracy. The mass media refers institution and the methods of communication, which can reach large number of people at the same time. It includes newspapers, television, radio, books, posters, magazines, and cinema etc. Media plays a role in the political training of citizens and democratic culture by informing the citizen about the scope of public policies, the management and conduct of affairs by those responsible at both the State and grass-roots level, by providing and offering the members of the community the means of communicating with each other. But if the media is to perform those functions, it must be free and independent; it must have sufficient material and human resources to deal with all the important problems of society. The importance of the mass media in a country is not dependent on the number of newspapers or private radio and television stations but on the quality of the information provided to the public. 
    3.6 Democratic Elections Electoral system
In contemporary age of representative democracy, elections constitute one of the most important pillars of democracy. This is, at least and in part, for the very simple fact that democracies are as good as the people who elect their representatives and, in turn, as good as the representatives who are elected.  Electoral process is a formal procedure by which individuals decide what to choose. The act that individuals perform while choosing among the different alternatives in an election is called voting. Democratic elections, as such, must meet some requirements that you may already know. In this lesson therefore, we will focus on some of them.
Democratic elections are free when citizens have the right to choose from several candidates or parties that can run for the election without any restriction. They must also be free to decide whether they want to use their right to vote or to abstain from doing so, if they prefer.

Democratic elections are equitable when each citizen who can use his/her right to vote has at his/her disposal a vote and when neither his/her origin nor his/her sex, language, incomes or possessions, job or social stratus/class, training, religion or political convictions have an influence of whatever kind on the assessment of the value of his/her vote.
In democratic elections, there must be no way of knowing for which political party or for which particular candidate a citizen has voted. They are then secrete, when each citizen can put his ballot in an envelope, without having been either watched over or influenced, in the secrecy of the polling booth, and when he/she is also able, in the same way, to put his/her envelope inside the ballot box afterwards.
Democratic elections are, therefore, public and transparent which means on the one hand, that each citizen has the right to attend the counting of the votes when the ballot box is opened; this also means on the other hand, that it is possible to completely follow the whole process of the passage of the constituents’ votes: starting from the ballots inserted into the ballot box till the final counting undertaken to establish the calculation that will eventually share out.
In addition to the requirements mentioned above, it is also important to institute elections on regular basis. Everybody, in that case, has the possibility to know the date of the coming elections, and to get ready for that ahead of time. It is a way to make sure that the current government is defined within a time frame and that its people have the right to remove it from office. The electorate should represent the whole population, which is to mean that apart from the underage population, no group should be excluded.
In addition, the electorate’s votes should be final, meaning that the election results should be enforced effectively, which implies that they must be accepted as legitimate.
There are two electoral systems: the absolute majority votes and the proportional ones. Both have crucial importance, given the fact that they influence not only the political structure but also the formation process of the political will. To settle the choice on which polling system to adopt, one has to take into account not only the political traditions and historical situations but also social conditions, because those, eventually, may authorize solely one of the two possibilities.
Several parameters may be subject to some variations: the internal regulations of the party, the relations between the parties, as well as the relations between the government and the Parliament, according to the enforcement of either the absolute majority election system or the proportional one. An election loses its primary function if it is manipulated through the choice of a polling system; it will then have negative impact on the so-called “elected” organs which will then lose their legitimacy.
In the absolute majority system, the polling area is divided into as many constituencies as necessary, depending on the number of seats to be assigned (at the Parliament, for example). Those candidates or lists of candidates that can gather the majority of votes from their constituents will be assigned the seats to be filled. 
In the proportional system, the Parliament seats are assigned according to the percentage obtained by the political parties over the total number of votes from the whole constituency. The assignment of seats (at the Parliament, for example) thus reflects, much more than what happens in the absolute majority system, the effective choice of the population. The candidates are elected through the lists in their constituency. 
Most importantly, elections are usually coordinated and carried out by an electoral commissions or boards. These commissions shall be independent and neutral of any political loyalty or affiliation for undertaking the election properly and in a democratic manner. In addition to an independent and neutral electoral board, a democratic election also requires an independent judiciary organ. Those individuals or parties who disagree with the final decision of the electoral commission submit their complaints to courts for final decision.
3.7Governance 
The United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), in its 1997 policy paper, defined governance as “the exercise of economic, political and administrative authority to manage a country’s affairs at all levels. It comprises the mechanisms, processes and institutions, through which citizens and groups articulate their interests, exercise their legal rights, meet their obligations and mediate their differences”. 
Governance entails two processes: decision-making and implementation of the decision. In broad terms, decision-making refers the process by which a person or group of persons, guided by socio-political structures, arrive at a decision involving their individual and communal needs and wants.  Implementation is the process that logically follows the decision; it entails the actualization or materialization of the plan or decision. Governance is not just decision-making because decision without implementation is self-defeating. Neither is it just implementation because there is nothing to implement without a decision or plan. Thus, the two processes necessarily go hand-in-hand in, and are constitutive of, governance.
3.7.1 What is good governance?
According to the World Bank, good governance signifies a participative manner of governing that functions in a responsible, accountable and transparent manner based on the principles of efficiency, legitimacy and consensus for the purpose of promoting the rights of individual citizens and the public interest, thus indicating the exercise of political will for ensuring the material welfare of society and sustainable development with social justice.
Good governance is, among other things, participatory, transparent and accountable, effective and equitable, and it promotes the rule of law. It ensures that political, social and economic priorities are based on broad consensus in society and that the voices of the poorest and the most vulnerable are heard in decision-making over the allocation of development resources
Eight Indicators of Good Governance
Good governance is understood through its eight indicators or characteristics: (1) Participatory; (2) Rule of Law; (3) Effective and Efficient; (4) Transparent; (5) Responsive; (6) Equitable and Inclusive; (7) Consensus Oriented; and (8) Accountability. They are inextricably related to each other. For instance, without active participation among the various actors in governance, there would be a concomitant lack of responsiveness. Likewise, if decision-making is not transparent, then inevitably there would be no participation, accountability, and decisions are not consensus oriented. These indicators should, however, be understood in the context of good “democratic” governance. Some of the indicators cannot be applied in other forms of government. For example, good communist governance could never be consensus oriented or genuinely participatory.
3.7.2 The relations between democracy and good governance
Democracy is fairly vague and encompassing term. It is often used as an elastic synonym for good government, stretching to include whatever is desirable in a state. Of course, democracy is a system of government based on the consent of the people and one in which the mandate to rule is subject to periodic renewal. Modern democratic governance also entails citizen representation. 
The relationship between democracy and good governance is fairly straightforward. Democratic governance and good governance share similar values and institutions. Indeed, governance focuses on the administrative and technical aspects of the exercise of public authority; democracy focuses on the political aspects of governance.
3.8 Human Rights 
Human rights are the rights that everyone has, and everyone equally, by virtue of their very humanity. Human rights are legally guaranteed by human rights law, protecting individuals and groups against actions which interfere with fundamental freedoms and human dignity. They are expressed in treaties, customary international law, bodies of principles and other sources of law. Human rights law places an obligation on States to act in a particular way and prohibits States from engaging in specified activities. 
However, the law does not establish human rights. Human rights are inherent entitlements which come to every person as a consequence of being human. Treaties and other sources of law generally serve to protect formally the rights of individuals and groups against actions or abandonment of actions by Governments which interfere with the enjoyment of their human rights.
The obligation to protect, promote and ensure the enjoyment of human rights is the prime responsibility of States, thereby conferring on states responsibility for the human rights of individuals. Many human rights are owed by states to all people within their territories, while certain human rights are owed by a state to particular groups of people: for example, the right to vote in elections is only owed to citizens of a state. State responsibilities include the obligation to take pro-active measures to ensure that human rights are protected by providing effective remedies for persons whose rights are violated, as well as measures against violating the rights of persons within its territory. 
The following are some of the most important characteristics of human rights:
Universality: refers to the applicability of human rights to all people everywhere at all times. 
Inherence: refers to the existence of rights independently of the will of either an individual human being or a group of people. Thus, “they are neither obtained nor granted through any human action”. They exist in spite of the fact that one has the will or capacity to exercise them.
Inalienability: Human rights are inalienable. This implies that nobody can deprive anyone of these rights and nobody can renounce these rights by him/herself. This shows that human rights cannot be separated from human nature. They should not be taken away, except in specific situations and according to due process of law. For example, the right to liberty may be restricted if a person is found guilty of a crime by a court of law.
This inalienable nature of human rights is because of the uniqueness of being human, the substance in which the whole idea of human rights is rooted and the ground for assigning dignity to each and every human being, cannot allow an infringement or outright violation. Inalienability is partly grounded in taking every human being as an end rather than as a means to further other ends.
Equality: As an attribute of human rights reminds that everyone is entitled to rights “not as a consequence of, for example, being able to exercise free choices or to think logically” but rather because “there are no human beings which are more human than others”. It is perhaps because of the salience of the above mentioned features of human rights that the 1993 Vienna Declaration has had to stipulate that all human rights are universal, indivisible, interrelated and interdependent.
Indisputable: human rights are not subject to different arguments. As they are natural we cannot argue over the elements of human rights.
Natural: government or any other body cannot give or not give human rights. Rather we posses them by our nature of human beings. It is nature that gives those rights to all individuals without any discrimination. But the government is duty bound to protect, respect and promote these natural rights.
Eternal: as far as human society exists on the earth, human rights continue to exist. Any change on government, and change in social, political, economic, outlooks do not have impact on human rights. Human rights can’t go and come with the change of government or political system.
Irreducible: human rights cannot be reduced to different interpretation. Human rights are applicable in their fuller forms.
3.7.1 The Three Generations of Human Rights
Based on the historical events and the basic questions of the then people, the French jurist Karl Vasak classified human rights into three generations such as first, second and third. 
First generation
Human rights of the first generation are also referred to as civil and political rights, and in their present form have their intellectual origins in the eighteenth century with the Enlightenment and the development of liberal political philosophy. They are individually based and concern the fundamental freedoms seen as essential to the effective and fair organization of democracy and civil society. 
These rights are based on liberal notions of the value of the individual and constitute a strong assertion that these rights must be protected. Because of this emphasis on protection, first-generation rights are sometimes also referred to as negative rights; they are rights which need to be protected rather than realized, rights which people are seen as somehow ‘possessing’, and the state is required to ensure that they are not threatened or violated. Campaigning for first-generation human rights tends to involve the prevention of human rights abuses and the safeguarding or protection of rights rather than the more positive assertion, provision and realization of human rights.
Some of rights included under this generation are; 
· the right to vote; the right to freedom of speech 
· the right to free assembly; the right to a fair trial 
·  equality before the law; the right to citizenship
· the right to privacy; the right to self-expression
·  the right to freedom of religion, the right to nominate for public office,
·  The right of free participation in the society and in the civic life of the nation,
· the right to be treated with dignity, the right to public safety,
· Freedom from discrimination (religious, racial, gender, etc.), 
· And freedom from intimidation, harassment, torture, coercion, and so on. 
Second Generation
The second generation of human rights is the constellation of rights known as economic, social and cultural rights. These are rights of the individual or group to receive various forms of social provision or services in order to realize their full potential as human beings: the right to employment, the right to an adequate wage, the right to housing, the right to adequate food and clothing, the right to education, the right to adequate health care, the right to social security, the right to be treated with dignity in old age, the right to reasonable recreation and leisure time, and so on. Rather than arising from eighteenth-century liberalism, second generation rights, in their current form, have their intellectual origin more in nineteenth- and twentieth-century social democracy or socialism, with their collectivist traditions that the collective, in the form of the state, should provide for the needs of the individual, at least at a minimum level. 
Second-generation rights are referred to as positive rights because they imply a much more active and positive role for the state. Rather than simply protecting rights, the state is required to take a stronger role in actually ensuring that these rights are realized, through various forms of social provision. Because they require a stronger and more resource-intensive role for the state, these rights are often more contentious than the first generation of civil and political rights. Indeed, the idea of human rights ‘abuse’ or ‘violation’ is less readily applied to second-generation rights, and so legal processes designed to prevent abuse are not as readily applicable. 
Third Generation 
The third generation of human rights emerged later, during the last three decades of the twentieth century, and does not have a corresponding UN covenant.  The third generation of rights involves ‘collective rights’; which only make sense if defined at a collective level; they are rights that belong to a community, population, society or nation rather than being readily applicable to an individual, though individuals can clearly benefit from their realization. These rights include the right to economic development, the right to benefit from world trade and economic growth, the right to live in a cohesive and harmonious society, and environmental rights such as the right to breathe unpolluted air, the right to clean water, the right to experience ‘nature’, and so on. The third generation of rights are known as solidarity rights.  
In their present form, these collective rights have only effectively been recognized as human rights in the twentieth century (though of course they have been of concern to some writers for much longer), and arise from twentieth-century struggles against colonialism and unsustainable economic and social development, as well as the struggles promoting self determination for colonized peoples and the struggles of environmental activists. 
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