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The democracy is the most commonly used system in today’s world. According to it 
the majority is deciding about the most important issues for the country: who is going 

to become next president, which party will be reigning for next few years, part of 
what unions the country will be part of.  

To quote Winston Churchill ”democracy is the worst form of government except for 
all the others”. I think this claim can be even more prevalent and true for sciences 
than in politics. Pasteur was called a mad man for claiming that there are little, 
invisible for our eye organisms that are responsible for causing various diseases. 

When you think about it even from today’s perspective it does sound a little bit like a 
conspiracy theory, doesn’t it? And yet he was right and was responsible for the 
biology moving forward. We are actually still discovering new things about microbes, 
take even last year and COVID 19. Scientists are still not sure about everything 
concerning the virus and we have been studying this branch of biology for hundreds 
of years now. Similarly, Galileo and Copernicus talking about heliocentric theory. 

Galileo actually had to hide his theories to avoid being burned alive on a pyre for 
saying heresies contradicting the teaching of the Church.  

We can observe even more 
evidences of similar way of thinking 
today. The controversies concerning 
vaccinations and putting “something 
dangerous” in our bodies in order to 

protect from diseases is not 
something that arose lately. It has 
been going on for as long as 
vaccinations exist. There again it 
started with Edward Jenner claiming 
that infecting people with a mild 

version of smallpox (cowpox) may 
protect them from small pox. Most 
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of people were very sceptical about it and this mindset is also present nowadays. By 
writing it I want to show that the biggest scientific discoveries or changes were 
always at first controversial and called mad.  It makes sense, I suppose, because this 

is how the science works, we will always look for a better explanation which at first 
will not be commonly accepted. For me though, it means that our fear of unknown 
and resistance to accept something new can lead to catastrophes.  

People not willing to accept scientific evidence and get vaccinated has already led 
and will probably lead to many more epidemies and numerous deaths. I am aware 
that it is always easier to just jump on the bandwagon and join everyone else in their 

belief that is easiest for us to understand, whether it is because it gives an explanation 
where science cannot or hope where conventional medicine had to give up. But I 
think it is really important 
to stay back a second and 
think about what we have 
evidence for and what is 

j u s t a n o p i n i o n o r 
circumstantial evidence and 
choose the more reliable 
option even if it is not the 
most popular one. Because 
as I hope I showed, the 
majority can be right but it can also be wrong and it is our responsibility to choose 

right.         
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