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I'm a kind of a person who likes to jog, walk or ride upon a bicycle. I love seeing the beautiful scenery of the countrysides. I do some "spiritual meditations" at a "natural place", far away from urban jungle. But I can also do "spiritual meditations" inside an urban jungle. I know that I have the freedoms and the corresponding responsibilities for such freedoms. I know that I have to enjoy such human freedoms and the corresponding human responsibilities. I know that I have the freedom to embrace the beauty and glory of nature. But sometimes I wonder why some institutions in our present world would rather mock human freedoms and the corresponding human responsibilities. Probably some leaders of such institutions would not want to fully embrace the beauty and glory of nature. But how would such leaders be able to track the right path to the "reality of contentment in nature and universe"? I'm a Protestant Christian who 
believes in religious tolerance. I believe that salvation is a gift of the Lord God for every person in our world. I believe that all religions are pathways to the "reality of spirituality". And I wonder why the supreme religious leaders of Saudi Arabia don't want to accept religious tolerance. But Saudi Arabia supports the United States' war against global terrorism. Ironically, the Saudi Arabian
government funds some pro-democracy groups in several parts of the world. But the Saudi Arabian government abhors democracy and is intolerant of religions other than Islam. 
In these modern times there should not be an arranged marriage. But the truth is that several couples all over this world have been married under "arranged- marriage" set-ups. The Roman Catholic Church has a militant sector among its clergy which is aggressively advocating "liberation theology". Many Roman Catholic bishops and archbishops have already declared themselves as "true advocates" of liberation theology. But it seems that only a few of such Roman Catholic clerics have questioned the validity of celibacy as among the prime requirements in ordaining priests, nuns, bishops and archbishops inside the Roman Catholic Church. Some "natural and universal" things are discredited by the Roman Catholic hierarchy. Getting married or staying celibate in one's lifetime is a matter of personal choice. Any institution should not obstruct the free 
will of a human being to decide which choice should be taken for his/her own personal well-being. Getting married requires many human responsibilities that will certainly make a human being a much, much 
better person. The same way that a person who has decided to be a celibate all throughout his/her present lifetime will have to face responsibilities that will make him/her a much, much better person. The Roman Catholic Church should allow its clerics to choose freely if they would get married or stay as celibates in their current lifetimes. In other words, the Roman Catholic hierarchy should allow both celibates and married individuals to enter its ministry. All the current "holy books" in our world don't condemn nor ban religious preachers who wanted to get married or who had already married. It seems that many religious institutions in our world are continuously mocking certain human freedoms and the corresponding human responsibilities. I hope this situation will change soon. 
I also want to express my dismay on the current political system in Britain. The "nominal head of state" in Britain is still the monarch. Such "nominal head of state" is also the "nominal head of state" in Australia, New Zealand, Canada, Jamaice, Bahamas and some more "British Commonwealth" nations. Although it is true that the monarch doesn't possess "real state authority" under a constitutional-monarchial regime, the "nominal head of state" still has some "exotic privileges" that makes the constitutional-monarchial "ruler" some kind of a person with "powerful state authority". Besides, the Black majorities in Jamaica and the Bahamas are "locked up" inside a "psychology of White rule", because a White "nominal head of state" will continuously rule over them as "nominal chief executive" as long as their states remain member-states of the "British Commonwealth of Nations". When will the Black majorities of Jamaica and the Bahamas be given the freedom to elect their own states' "chief executives"? I believe that Britain should now have a written constitution, so that the British people will gain the freedom to study and review their own constitution. I also believe that all would-be prime ministers in our world should be directly elected by their constituents before they can sit as prime ministers. Even if all the candidates for a prime ministership come from the same party, the candidates for the position of prime ministership should be "freely chosen" or elected by their own people. I also believe that every "head of state" in every country of this world should be directly elected. I know that some countries have strong cultural sentiments for a monarchial system. I believe that an arch-royal can still function as a "symbol of national unity" without taking the title of "head of state". The arch-royal should also pay some taxes, so that the burden of maintaining the "royal pageantry" will not be a sole responsibility of the state. The arch-royal and his/her family members should be allowed by the constitution to run for any public office, except as prime minister. But an elected arch-royal or any member of his/her actual family should only serve a single (one) term for any public office other than prime ministership. The arch-royal can seek to be an elected "head of state", provided that he/she will only serve for a single term. But a commoner or a plain noble can serve as "head of
state" for 2 or 3 terms. I believe that peaceful social reformers, including me, should really find effective ways to make "real democracy" become a reality in our modern world. Peaceful social reformers, including me, should use peaceful, legal and constitutional means to make "real democracy" a reality in our modern world. Peaceful social reformers, including me, should strive harder in order to make "real democracy" become a reality in our modern world. 
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