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Direct versus Representative Democracy
In ancient Greece, particularly Athens, adult male citizens directly participated in discussions and decision making, while women, slaves, and foreigners were excluded. But in many vast, modern countries direct democracy is impossible. The vast population cannot collect at one place, for example it is just impossible for almost 1 billion voters of India, to find a place where 50 to 60 thousand people can assemble for discussion. People engaged in different occupations or businesses cannot meet at the same time. Direct participation was possible in small countries with a few occupations.
A system of representation had to be devised so that there could be a popular government. In this system people elect their representatives who make the laws and supervise the functioning of the government.
So what is the difference? Is it still a democratic system?
 Yes it is, because in representative democracy, people are the supreme authority.
People choose their government by electing their representatives. Elected representatives exercise power on people's behalf. They remain in power as long as they enjoy the confidence of the people and can be removed through periodic elections.
 Some critics of democracy think that representative democracy is not a true democracy. How can a handful of representatives speak for the interests and personal views of the country's citizens? Is this criticism justified?
Let's consider a direct democracy with a population of 3000 people. Do all the 3000 people speak while discussing an issue? Are the views of all the 2000-3000 people taken into consideration? Is it possible? The assembly would never have the time to solve any issue in this way. Even in such a democracy only a few speak. These few are chosen by the people before the assembly and the rest listen to them. Thus issues are solved. It is practically impossible to conduct a meeting where everybody is going to speak. The result would be complete chaos.
To avoid this, in a democracy we frame rules which give every citizen an opportunity to choose their representatives. These representatives speak on behalf of the majority. Thus, representative democracy is a participatory democracy where all citizens vote to choose their representatives.
Why do you think most countries prefer representative Democracy?
Most democracies today follow the system of representative democracy, in which citizens elect their representatives to govern on their behalf. However, democracies do not function in the same way everywhere. There are two main forms of representative democracy.
(a) Parliamentary Democracy
Parliamentary democracy is a system of government in which the executive derives its authority from the legislature and remains accountable to it. The members of the executive are also part of the legislature. The head of the government, usually the Prime Minister, is chosen from the majority party or coalition in the legislature. The Prime Minister and the Council of Ministers are responsible for implementing government policies.
The Council of Ministers is collectively responsible to the legislature, which makes the government accountable for its actions. India has a bicameral legislature made up of the Lok Sabha and the Rajya Sabha. In our country. the Council of Ministers can continue working as long as they have the confidence of the Lok Sabha. In this form of government, citizens elect the members of the legislature. Elected members become the ministers (part of the executive). In a parliamentary system, there is a close relationship between the executive and legislative branches, with the executive being dependent on the confidence of the legislature. 
In this system, the President is the formal or nominal head of the executive, while the Prime Minister is the real head of the government. The President represents the State, but the Prime Minister is responsible for running the government and managing its day-to-day affairs. Countries with parliamentary systems include India, the United Kingdom, Germany, Japan, and Canada.
(b) Presidential Democracy
The presidential form of government is based on the principle of separation of powers between the executive and the legislature. Under this system, the executive is independent of the control of the legislature.
In the presidential form of government, the head of the State is also the real executive head. The President directly exercises executive powers and does not function merely as a nominal authority. This system is based on the principle of separation of powers, in which the executive, legislature, and judiciary work independently. The executive is not responsible to the legislature and cannot dissolve it, while the judiciary remains independent of both the executive and the legislature.
At the same time, the system follows the principle of checks and balances. Although the three organs of government are separate, they keep a check on one another to prevent misuse of power. The President holds significant executive authority but these powers are limited by constitutional provisions and checks and balances. Another important feature of the presidential system is that political homogeneity is not essential. Members of the cabinet do not have to belong to the same political party as the President. At present, countries like the USA, Brazil, etc are having presidential form of government.
 Sri Lanka and France have semi-presidential system not a purely presidential or purely parliamentary. In this system both the president and the prime minister are elected by the people and they both are accountable to people. The constitution divides powers between the president and the prime minister.  

Alternatives to Democracy
Monarchy is the rule by one person. In ancient times it was the most common form of government in the state. He combined in himself the functions of the military commander, the lawmaker, the executive officer of the state and also the judge.
Under Absolute Monarchy, the king is the government, and his authority is unlimited. Most monarchies are hereditary. Before the revolution, the Crars were absolute rulers of Russia. Some monarchs claimed they got their authority directly from God (the Divine Right Theory). They claimed they were answerable to God and not to their subjects.

Saudi Arabia

Saudi Arabia has been ruled by the Saudi royal family since 1932, when the modern Kingdom of Saudi Arabia was established. It is an example of an absolute Monarchy. All powers lie in the hands of the Saudi royal family. All the ministers and members belong to the royal family.

The power of the monarch is regarded as legitimate based on the right of birth.

Constitutional Monarchy: The United Kingdom is a typical example of constitutional monarchy. There is the king of the queen as the Head of the State but the sovereign does not exercise any real authority. The monarch in the United Kingdom performs largely ceremonial functions and acts on the advice of the Prime Minister and the Council of Ministers. Actually in U.K. representative democracy prevails. People choose the representatives and they govern on their behalf.
