Are many leaders necessary for a group of people to function effectively.
Absolute power corrupts absolutely! And that is what happens if there is a single leader of a group. This can be inferred from instances   like WWII when Hitler led his country in the wrong direction and when Napoleon Bonaparte lost everything he had won for France.
One leader of a group means that all the in the hands of one man. The decisions taken would only have one perspective and that may not help the group one perspective and that may not help the group work efficiently .The only reason democracy is considered as one of the best forms of government is because in democracy the best forms of government is because in democracy the power does not lie in the hands of one person but there are a lot of leaders who have their own responsibilities.
The past has quite evidently shown us how a single leader can ruin the future of his group .The Nazis may have been the best and the most competent race in the world but their leader; Adolf Hitler did not let them function effectively and forced them into destruction. Only if there had been some more people to lead the group, then may be the difference of opinion would not have let this happen and there would have been no World War II.
After the execution of King Louis XVI Napoleon emerged as the new of France as he helped France win more territories and increase its influence in Europe. But power corrupted him and Napoleon became the king of France. In his conquest of gaining more territories, he lost the support of many and consequently lost all the territories he had won.
This proves that many leaders are necessary for a group of people to function properly. Both the history and the present show us how more leaders can effectively lead the group. This shows that absolute power in the hands of one is like giving him a ‘burning arrow’ so that he can burn the people of his own group.
-Prabhapaar Singh Batra
















































