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Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles

Preface: In the time since Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles was first presented in 1984 (as The Declaration Of Democracism), the driving-force of multinational corporations has brought the world’s eco-system perilously close to the brink of collapse. Most people do not appreciate the dangers that could result as eco-disruptions feed into each other and multiply their effects upon each other. No one knows what will happen. No current computer models can take data from 100 years ago and predict today’s weather. What is known is that weather phenomena are becoming increasingly extreme and unpredictable.  Many reputable scientists are warning that the destabilizing of weather patterns caused by global warming will threaten to break down the world’s social, economic, and political order, perhaps as early as the year 2015. These weather phenomena include floods and droughts that threaten agricultural stability worldwide, category IV and V hurricanes, and category F IV and V tornadoes, and the possibility of more frequent and prolonged El Nino conditions. The combined economic impact from these weather-related anomalies will stress the banking and insurance industries to the breaking point. Because it will take decades to remedy the environmental factors producing these events, some of their consequences are inevitable. It is only a matter of time until their effects are felt. The unavoidable social, economic, and political instability that results will be ripe for exploitation by anti-democratic impulses from the right and the left. THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM is offered as a democratic alternative to the looming threat posed by totalitarianism. The reason why nothing of consequence has been done to avert these possible catastrophes is that the multinational corporations who control government worldwide have prevented even the discussion of policies that would have interfered with the accumulation of capital, even if the threatened destruction of world civilization were to be the consequence. This “take the money and run” philosophy is what has brought the world to the brink of eco-catastrophe. What can be done to rescue democracy in these times of gathering crisis is the subject of the following treatise.

THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM

From Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles
by James F. Caldwell, Jr.

 1. There is no problem confronting America that real democracy cannot solve. Real democracy is government truly of the people, by the people, and for the people, not of, by and for anti-democratic multinational corporations and domestic special interests.

 2. Whoever controls the wealth of the nation will control the government of the nation, and whoever controls the government of the nation will control the people.

 3. Control of the wealth of the  United States, and thereby control of the government of the United States has fallen into the hands of gigantic multinational corporations with no true national allegiance.

 4. Our own liberty and that of our children requires that the American people control the government of the United States, and that in order to do so, the American people must of necessity control the wealth of the United States.

 5. The only real democracy is one in which the government is controlled by the people from the grass roots upward, not as under the present system, which allows multinational corporations and other powerful special interests to legally bribe our representatives, to control financing of expensive mass elections, and thereby our political parties, thus effectively controlling our government, from the top downward.

 6. In order to insure that the American people control the government from the grass roots upward, an election system structured like the layers of a pyramid must be instituted. At the foundation of the pyramid, voters would meet in town meeting type groups of 50 voters, called blocks. Each block would select a representative. Each succeeding layer  would consist of blocks formed from representatives selected from the blocks at a lower layer. The representatives at the top of the pyramid would thus have been chosen by representatives of representatives, all the way down to the grass roots itself at the foundation of the pyramid. The will of the people must control the election process from the grass roots upward to the highest level of government, or there can be no democracy!

 7. A separate economic branch of the government, complete with checks and balances, must be established to manage the economic life of the nation in an environmentally sound and socially responsible manner.

 8. Free enterprise  as practiced by entrepreneurs and small businesses has been the bulwark of American liberty and the foundation of American productive excellence. As such it must be protected from both the predatory business practices of the multinationals and from stifling government interference.

 9. All political and economic changes necessary to regain real democracy for America must be accomplished within the framework of the United States constitution and the laws of the land.

1o. The nation's political leaders must place no other consideration above establishing these ten principles, or it will be our duty as Americans to replace them with political leaders who give re-establishing real democracy their highest allegiance. This is the truth and we the people will be heard

WHY AMERICA IS NO LONGER A REAL DEMOCRACY
 


It is now a foregone conclusion that the American political system has been corrupted beyond all hope of redemption.  So much has been lost that America is no longer a real democracy, not in the sense of Lincoln's eloquently precise "government of the people, by the people, and for the people." Over the last several years, the American people have experienced a growing frustration with their inability to control their government. This frustration finally led to a series of "rebellions at the polling place". Voters in effect were trying to get their government to act like a democracy is supposed to.


Unfortunately, these rebellions made no real, and certainly no lasting impression on the political system. Indeed, they were doomed to failure from the beginning, as will be made clear from the analysis which follows. There is no longer any doubt that if lasting democratic remedies for the nation's political ills are to be found, Americans must systematically rethink politics from the ground up. For a democracy, all political thinking must begin with the people and their relationship to their government. If control of the government does not rest in the hands of the people then only sham democracy is possible.

 Americans are all too painfully aware that they do not control their own government, but most of the people are not exactly sure why, and therefore have only vague ideas of what to do about it. This confusion is far from accidental. In order for those who benefit from the status quo to remain in positions of dominance, it is necessary to confuse the American people as much as possible. Confusion breeds chaos, which in turn keeps the people from pursuing a common course of action. This is nothing more or less than the "divide and conquer strategy" so successfully employed by Adolph Hitler in the years prior to World War II.  


The analysis being presented here represents a reformulation of traditional American political thinking - one that will produce a genuinely democratic form of government, secure once and for all against those dangers which presently threaten its existence. Most dangerous are the multinational conglomerates.

GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY IS THE ONLY REAL DEMOCRACY  


A government is under the control of the people if and only if that government's policies originate as  direct expressions of the popular will. At first this might sound like what we have now but in reality there is an enormous difference between a government in which the people initiate the policies themselves, and one which only allows choices from among predetermined alternatives. The current political system carefully selects the kinds of policy choices that the voters will be told are important by the politicians and the media. Anything that is not acceptable will not get much of a hearing. In a real democracy, a grass roots democracy, policy decisions begin with the people and are carried upward to the top of the government. Although a pyramid structured  election system would do precisely that, be amazingly simple to implement and much less expensive than the current system, nothing is ever said in the public political arena about either the powerlessness of the people or what could be done about it. This omission of attention to what is the  political question  is explicable only if one assumes that the political system deliberately intends to keep the American people from taking control of their own government. The political system is kept out of the hands of the people by keeping it inaccessible to popular control, principally by making political activity as expensive, distant, and complicated as possible. The only political choice the citizen is going to be given, and certainly the only one he or she is likely to be able to afford, is that of entering a voting booth and pulling a lever. There is a vast difference in political power between the voter who can only pull a lever, and the multinational corporations  (and other special interests) behind the scenes who are the ones pulling the political strings.

WHO DOES CONTROL THE GOVERNMENT ?

WHOEVER CONTROLS THE WEALTH WILL CONTROL THE GOVERNMENT

  
If the average citizen is asked "Who really controls the government?" he or she will immediately reply that the government is controlled by special interest groups. But who are these special interest groups and how do they manage to maintain so much power? There are numerous special interests but the ones that have the most influence are, not too surprisingly, the ones with the most financial muscle.  


Contrary to what most Americans seem to think, there is not a great deal of out and out bribery in Congress where some lobbyist pays a Congressman to vote a certain way on a certain bill. What usually happens is that the lobbyist "explains" his or her special interest group client's position on a certain piece of legislation. The Congressman knows that the lobbyist can deliver campaign contributions from the client organizations. There is no need to spell out the terms of the deal (which might constitute illegal bribery); everybody knows what is expected. If the Congressman does not vote as expected, there will probably be no campaign money for him from this special interest, but quite a bit could go to the competition come election time. This system could be called "legalized bribery" because votes are bought just the same.


Financially powerful organizations are able to make or break a candidate when he or she has to run for office. The present campaign laws prevent large single contributions from going directly to a candidate. The maximum limit for an individual is only $1,000. But special interest groups can form PACs (short for political action committees) that can contribute up to $5,000 each per candidate. A single industry may be represented by many PACs. Not too surprisingly, these PACs are prone to join forces and decide which candidates they all like best. The result is exactly the same as if one PAC gave a very large contribution.  No place is it truer than in politics that "money talks" so that their combined contributions easily drown out the voice of the ordinary citizen. Furthermore, the law does not limit PACs in terms of how much money they spend either against a candidate, or on a candidate's behalf
 . Further, candidates can be provided with the use of a corporation's airplane, automobiles, and the like. This kind of assistance is not restricted. 


But why does this make a difference. Can't anybody just go out and convince the voters to back him or herself and run for office? The answer is "probably not". It is not that the average citizen cannot run a shoestring campaign and maybe even get elected, but that the odds are all against it. At the very least, the poorly funded candidate will have to devote precious time to raising money, that the PAC backed candidate can devote to actual campaigning. In fact the odds are so much against it, that it doesn't even matter if the occasional "odd ball political reformer" gets elected. Not enough reformers would be able to get elected all at once to make any real difference, and the ones who manage to beat the odds can be safely “pigeon holed” long enough to get them out of office after a term or two. 


Time is really on the side of the multinationals, since whatever reforms are done now can be undone later. All the multinationals have to do when a reform movement is under way is to wait until the dust settles. Citizens' groups are not well organized or well funded enough to keep up interest in a long fight. Consequently, all that is usually necessary to sidestep a reform movement is to tie up reform legislation in court long enough to elect a new administration or Congress who will repeal the reforms or simply refuse to enforce them.
The multinationals blocked reform and regulation for many years using this tactic. 
 Furthermore, even if a reform congressman or senator is able to stay in office, his or her influence will be diluted by the politicians who know how to play ball with the big guys. The "golden rule" of the American Congress was said  about as well as it could be by long time Speaker of the House, Sam Rayburn, who reportedly told Lyndon Johnson," Son, those who go along, get along." There are sincere, honest, and able politicians who do their best to represent their constituencies, but their influence is minimal. That things are no worse than they are is a testimony to their sacrifices, but that things are as bad as they are is a testimony to the limitations of these good people. Despite their best efforts, for all practical purposes, the Senate and the House of Representatives have been bought out from under the American people by the combined resources of Big Money. There is no ideological distinction, no difference in party affiliation between one bought congressman and another. They all follow the money, no matter what so called principles they convinced the voters that they represented when they ran for office.
 

THE PRESENT METHOD OF HOLDING ELECTIONS MAKES LASTING

 REFORM IMPOSSIBLE


We are therefore left with the inescapable conclusion that the present political system is immune to real democratic reform. The heart of the problem is that elections are held on such a massive scale that enormous amounts of money are necessary just to get the voters to recognize a candidate's name on the ballot. By far, the person who can afford to hire slick media consultants is going to have the advantage over any shoestring reformer. The latter will have to depend on local news coverage for publicity in a race of any size at all. It is much better to be able to send out glossy mailers, rent billboards, and buy expensive time on television and radio. The greatest expense, however, is the expense this country bears in terms of bad government.


There are basically four types of ideas as to how the people can regain control of the government. The first type, here called "reformism" hopes to be able to put together a package of election reform legislation which would leave the system of mass elections essentially in place. The underlying idea is that the current system of mass elections is in fact the only way that democracy can really function when very large numbers of voters are involved in an election. Advocates of reformism believe that laws could be passed which would restrict or eliminate entirely campaign contributions from PACs and other special interest groups, that the ceiling on individual contributions could be lowered further, that an overall spending limit could be imposed, and that public funding of elections could be provided instead. The problem with reformism isn't that it isn't a good idea or that it wouldn't work, at least for a while, if implemented. The problem is that over the long run, whoever controls the wealth will control the government and that large blocks of private capital will cut a new channel to corrupt the government if the old one is blocked. But more fundamentally, no reform legislation is going to be passed that does not have a solid unwavering citizens' lobby behind it. Reformism can only hope to succeed if the entire package is enacted, but it is just the fact that the package has so many parts that makes it fall apart. Reformism offers too many opportunities for the anti-democratic forces in the country to play off different factions of the population against each other. The method for doing this is very simple. In order to defeat a citizens' lobby, it is only necessary to complicate the issues involved. When issues are complicated, the average citizen becomes confused and falls prey to politicians in the service of the multinationals. In short, the amount of education necessary to inform the average voter of the real issues, and the amount of education necessary to counter the issue muddling efforts of the opposition exceed the political attention span of the average voter. In order to be effective, any reform effort must be concise, simple, and so direct that it is essentially immune to attempts to confuse the issues. THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM does that as no legislative reform package could hope to do.


The second type of idea as to how the government can be reformed is that the electronic media now make it possible for the population to hold referendums on all sorts of issues. People could simply watch television, learn about an issue, and vote electronically. Although fraught with many practical problems, this idea also has merit. Even if it could be used on some issues, it still would make voters mere ratifiers of choices others would have made available to them. Under such a system voters would not have an opportunity to enter into dialogue with each other and develop initiatives of their own. More importantly, such a system would be impractical for the day to day business of government. And it is the day to day activities of government that are so badly corrupted under the present system. The problem of electing representatives, the corruption of elections by PACs, and the corruption of government by legalized bribery is not solved by an appeal to technofix solutions.


The third idea about reform is that peaceful reform is impossible. This type holds that only a violent revolution can hope to overthrow the dominance of the multinationals. Principally, this view is arrived at when the two types of reform ideas considered above are scrutinized and found to be impractical. But violent revolution is also impractical because those who advocate it are driven underground and thereby isolated from the population as a whole. The kind of discipline necessary within a violent revolutionary organization, in order for it to survive, produces a military command type of internal structure which is by nature anti-democratic. The history of revolutionary organizations of all sorts demonstrates how unlikely it is that democracy can be born out of a violent revolution, the American Revolution being one of the few exceptions. People only follow violent revolutionaries when they have become desperate. If they succeed in their bid for power their greatest concern is to prevent a return of the conditions which led to such desperation, not to establish a democratic form of government with high regard for protection of civil liberties. Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles is a refutation of the idea that there is no alternative to violent revolution. 


The last of the ideas on reform is found in Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles and especially the section on PYRAMID STRUCTURED DEMOCRACY which follows below. THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM represent the first major advance in democratic thinking since the American Declaration of Independence.


But for now, huge multinational corporations and financial institutions who control the wealth of the United States also control the politics and government of the United States, even though this control is far from absolute.  There is still enough democracy left to limit the political power of even the largest of the super giants, at least for the time being.
 By no means united, these economic titans battle each other in endless economic warfare. Whoever comes out on top in the struggle for control of the government ends up setting government policy in critical areas. The victor will announce the new order in a series of policy statements. Invariably these are preceded by solemn pronouncements that such and such policy has been determined to be "in the national interest." More accurate would be to say "in the multi-national’s interest." "Trade policy" sounds neutral enough, but trade policy determines which industries will be provided with a favorable business climate, and which will be fighting for survival against stiff competition. “Tax policy" likewise makes some industries winners and others losers. If a particular corporation has the leverage it can even have its own custom-made tax loophole written. Lobbyists for the giant corporations had been so successful in writing the tax code to suit their clients that many of the clients had more loopholes than they could take advantage of. The average taxpayer need not worry about falling into similar difficulties. But corporations in question knew just what to do. They had their lobbyists explain their plight to sensitive ears in the White House and the Congress. In a moving display of sympathetic understanding, one could almost call it charitable, the July 1981 tax bill took care of this problem. Corporations with more tax breaks than they could use were able to "sell" them to others who could use them.
 Likewise, "foreign policy" means which corporations get help from Uncle Sam, at taxpayer expense, and which have to tough it out alone. Fighting over not only who gets to build an aircraft carrier, but also over who gets to use it, produces deep divisions in the ranks of the multinational conglomerates. 


 This intense competition among warring financial empires makes it necessary that each side enlist, and in some cases virtually draft, segments of the voting population. A defense contractor will make sure that assembly line workers understand that their means of livelihood are at stake if a particular candidate is elected to office. In this context labor unions will certainly side with management in trying to get candidates elected who are not just “hawks on defense," but who are going to get contracts for the plant they work for. It doesn't matter whether the weapon they produce is any good or not, only that it gets bought and they are able to provide for their families. If no contracts are let to their operation, the workers know that no one will help them. The employees of defense contractors are frequently placed in a position of having to vote either their conscience or their pocketbooks. Consequently, bad weapons systems may be bought while good ones, without the necessary political clout, may go begging. This state of affairs not only pushes up defense costs, but also damages the nation's defense posture.
 


In this economic and political war as in every war, it is still the foot soldier who will bear the brunt of the battle, and that of course means you and me. Some of the casualties in recent times were the hundreds of thousands who were economically devastated during the last major recession. One of the big winners was Chrysler Corporation, which had enough political muscle to get congress to bail it out. Doing so was a good idea as far as it went. But the American people, who took the financial risk by guaranteeing the bail out loans, have nothing to show for it, certainly not any Chrysler stock. The rule being followed here is that it is all right to risk public money to rescue private corporations, but only if the best the public can hope for is to break even. 


At any rate there is a very different story to tell about the rest of the unemployed in Michigan. By the tens of thousands, they poured into Texas and other sun belt states where they hoped to find work. The result was that the resident working people, in the heretofore favored parts of the country, found themselves competing for available jobs with a population of American economic refugees. Feelings against the newcomers, who really had nowhere else to go, were predictably high. Meanwhile, the local relief and charity agencies were inundated with bona fide pleas for assistance by the destitute, many of whom had hungry children to feed. This pathetic army of refugees had lost everything they owned through no fault of their own. It was THE GRAPES OF WRATH all over again. Nothing has been done to prevent the recurrence of a similar situation, just as nothing was done in the interval since the Great Depression to protect American working people from this latest economic catastrophe. The lesson to be learned was unmistakable, namely that when "the little guy" gets into trouble, he will be left to the mercy of the wolves. What happens when the big banks get into trouble will be discussed below. When the citizenry realizes that it is every man for himself, it is unrealistic to expect patriotic self-sacrifice that will go pretty well unrewarded. The veterans of Vietnam can tell anyone who wants to listen what it is like to make sacrifices that  nobody seems to care about. National policies of this sort, which write off human beings as expendable commodities on a profit and loss sheet, damage the moral fiber of the nation worse than pornography. 


It is hoped that the preceding may explain some otherwise inexplicable contradictions in the way things get said and done around Washington. For example, when it's tax time, the multinationals kick up a fuss about "free enterprise" and how the government is trying to take away their private property. But whenever some upstart third world politician  decides to nationalize one of these private properties, then there is nothing on television except blowhard politicians concerned about protecting American economic interests. They have to call them American because they intend to spend real American tax dollars to protect these private foreign holdings.


 But even this outrage would be easier to stomach if the multinationals weren't busy putting millions of Americans out of work by moving industries over seas. All the while these so called "American Businesses" are hiding everything they can get away with in dummy corporations, like the ones in  Hong Kong and  on Grand Cayman in the Bahamas
. Despite their banter about patriotism, it is an incontestable fact that one of the primary policy objectives of the multinationals, at least since the 1970’s, has been  to achieve complete independence from any and all accountability to the American people, or indeed, to any government whatsoever
. They intend to become a law entirely unto themselves, a kind of economic virus taking advantage of whatever can be had within a host country, but without being really a part of any country.


 The potential suffering inflicted on flesh and blood human beings by some of their business adventures is irrelevant to considerations of profit and therefore does not enter into their calculations. The really important consideration, where people are concerned, is to put on a good face for the public. For years the NESTLE CORPORATION cultivated an image of benign cuteness, but their sales of baby formula (and those of other baby formula manufacturers) to mothers in third world countries were considered to be the likely cause of up to one million infant deaths each year. The deaths resulted from malnutrition and diseases contracted when poor mothers watered down the formula with contaminated drinking  water. Although the infants would have been far better off drinking their mothers' milk, NESTLE and others vigorously marketed their product, encouraging the mothers to take "free samples." These samples usually lasted just long enough for the mothers' breast milk to dry up. When the United Nations convened an international conference to try to stop these vicious "promotional campaigns," the U.S. government( under Ronald Reagan)  sided with NESTLE, et al. The vote was a humiliating 118 to 1. THE UNITED STATES WAS THE ONLY NATION IN THE WORLD TO CAST A DISSENTING VOTE.
   Anyone who believes that multinational corporations have a heart should read an elementary book on the manipulation of public opinion by means of propaganda. No one does it better than the multinationals, not even the Russians.


In order to keep all of this from being any more obvious than it already is, those who control the political system must often do considerable violence to the truth. Consequently liberties must be taken with the language itself;"newspeak" has replaced "plain English". For example, you may have noticed that the word "communist" is sometimes a dirty word and at other times not so dirty. The distinction seems mostly to do with whether there is a buck to be made in a deal or not. For instance, the Reagan Administration State Department constantly denounces Cuba`s  Fidel Castro, allegedly because he is a communist, which is true, and for being "an enemy of freedom," which is also true. But the Reagan Administration gets along fine with other governments around the world which oppress their own people no less than Castro oppresses his. Either now or in the recent past, these governments have included Zaire, The Union of South Africa, South Korea, The Philippines, and Chile, to name only a few. All brutally oppress political opposition within their respective nations. 


But there is one thing about Castro that sets him apart from the rest. He nationalized the holdings of the, mostly American based, multinationals in Cuba shortly after he seized power. That immediately got him into trouble with the multinationals, which meant he was just as immediately in trouble with the American State Department. He also stays busy around the world providing military assistance to any communist, or even left wing revolutionary movement that shows promise of becoming a thorn in the flesh of the multinationals.  Fidel Castro is just plain bad for business. Otherwise he would get along fine with the U.S. government. All the multinationals want is a stable government that they can do business with. Whether it is communist or not doesn't really matter. That is why in 1964, David Rockefeller's Chase Manhattan Bank opened the first branch of an American bank in Moscow, at 1 Karl Marx Square, no less.


 This was in unseemly haste after the Cuban Missile Crisis (of October of 1962) had pushed the United States and the Soviet Union to the brink of nuclear war! The Chase opened up in Moscow because there was money to be made. The State Department seems to operate under the assumption that what's good for the banks is good for the State Department.


 An embarrassing example of the extent to which the multinational banking conglomerates control government policy occurred with the Polish default scare of the early 1980s. Banks from all over the West had been  rashly over-investing in Poland since the 1970s. But by the beginning of Ronald Reagan's second year in office it was pretty clear that the Pols weren't going to be able to pay even the interest on their debt when it came due. If Poland had been declared in default on its loans, the entire international banking network could have collapsed. All of the major banks pressured their respective governments to bail them out. In America, Ronald Reagan's "anti communist, conservative government paid communist Poland's interest payments  to the banks. For January, 1982 alone that was 79 million dollars 
. The banks were happy, the Polish military government was happy, but the American taxpayers were unhappy.
 The American people were, of course, told that bailing out the banks was "in the national interest." The fact that Poland was a communist nation was, in that instance, irrelevant. This kind of double talk,  only serves to hide the government's real motives from the American people, erodes the foundations of democracy, and breeds political cynicism. Regardless of what they say when campaigning for office, once elected, you can bet that most of the politicians most of the time will dance to whatever tune big money decides to play. This is one way in which conservatives, liberals, Democrats, and Republicans are all alike.


At that same time (in 1981) Americans were struggling under the weight of the worst "recession" since the Great Depression. The Reagan Administration seemed not to notice that a shortage of money at home had pushed interest rates up through the ceiling. Small businesses
 were devastated, while the average American trying to buy a home or a car faced bleak alternatives. The money Americans needed at home had already been loaned out, at highly profitable interest rates, to mostly poor "developing countries." The actions of the multinationals make their words unnecessary. As far as the multinationals are concerned, they are going to take care of themselves. If the American people know what's good for them, they had better do likewise.
  Had the American people been in control of their government, none of these things would have been allowed to happen.


But the American people were not and are not in control of their government. That means that politicians running for office do not dare  to offend those who do control the government. Furthermore, they can hardly run on their record of attracting backers with big bank accounts, even though that may well be their only important qualification for office. 


Consequently, the politicians have to find some other means of exciting an otherwise unlikely enthusiasm among the voters. But voters, and even more so campaign workers, have to feel like they, and their candidate, are part of a great and wonderful undertaking, something or some cause that is somehow going to make the world a better place. It is therefore essential to get the public stirred up, but only over certain safe issues. These issues are considered safe because: (1) they do get the voters all stirred up, (2) they might actually get the politician elected, and (3) they continue to keep control of the government out of the hands of its citizens. For the faithful campaign workers in particular, but also for the rank and file at all active in party politics, impotence has become institutionalized. The institutional impotence includes local party meetings (precinct meetings) and the decision making process whereby party control is allegedly vested in the grass roots of the party. This is pure fiction as the history of presidential election platforms can attest. The fact is that those who run for office have to play ball with those who foot the bill for the election campaign, regardless of whatever resolutions are passed by the active membership of the party, whether Republican or Democrat.


Thus, politicians are willing to campaign on one side or the other (but preferably both sides) of issues like gun control, abortion, ERA, gay rights, prayer in school and all the rest. These issues are real issues and people rightly have strong feelings about them. But these issues and the voting public are being exploited by the dominant political forces in the nation. These issues are being used to divert the people's attention from their own political powerlessness. They are used to polarize the populace and keep us busy fighting among ourselves so that hopefully we will never realize that we are being used as pawns in a much larger game. 


To the extent that a democratic resolution is possible on any of these issues, it will first be necessary to establish a forum where the people can hear, discuss, and evaluate opposing viewpoints. Listening to contending points of view and arriving at a consensus is the essence of real democracy. A method for implementing a genuine grass roots democracy in America will be presented near the end of this DECLARATION. 

MONEY GOVERNMENT AND FREEDOM


In protecting democracy from the corrupting influence of the multinationals, it is important to maintain a sense of balance, first, in order to protect the civil liberties which have made America a light to the nations of the world, and second, to protect the economic life of the nation from stultifying government interference. In approaching the problem of how to save American democracy from the multinationals, pragmatism and common sense must take precedence over political and economic dogmatism. Certainly, if allowed to exist, large blocks of private  capital, such as possessed by the multinationals, will inevitably exert a corrupting influence on the government. The word private actually has no meaning in this context, since many, and perhaps most of the largest corporations are actually beyond private control. The behemoth Prudential Corporation, for example, has no common stock.
 In effect Prudential owns itself, even though Prudential is not a person, or really even a collection of persons. Prudential, and others like it, are all just enormous self-perpetuating machines that use people to keep themselves going. This accounts for the well known "soullessness" of giant corporations.


A business of this sort is completely different from one founded by an entrepreneur and owned by a single individual or family. Such small corporations pose no real threat to freedom, in fact they foster it by diversifying economic power within the nation. So long as a business poses no threat to democratic freedom, it should be free to flourish according to the merits of those responsible for its management. Indeed it must be protected from unnecessary government regulation and from predatory business practices by its larger competitors. Only in this way can excellence in individual achievement be fostered, freed from pressures to collectivize originating with either the government or with corporate giants looking for another profitable enterprise to take over.


Consequently, the government itself must be reconstituted to include an ECONOMIC BRANCH with checks and balances, just as the existing branches have. The economic branch would be responsible for the economic health of the nation and for managing the large blocks of capital which are now in the hands of the multinationals. The ECONOMIC BRANCH would be composed of people who had achieved excellence in the world of business. The ECONOMIC BRANCH must be responsible to the popular will, but in order for the economic life of the nation to flourish, management must reside in the hands of those who are excellent in business affairs. Otherwise there would be a risk of falling into a stagnating form of socialism. These changes in governmental structure, as well as all other changes discussed in this DECLARATION, will be accomplished through changes in existing laws and by means of constitutional amendment.

PYRAMID STRUCTURED DEMOCRACY

 
One of the most democratic forms of government is the town  meeting. Throughout much of colonial New England, and later in the American West, the town meeting was the basis for local government. It remains an unsurpassed method for the expression of popular will. The town meeting is grass roots democracy. Most of the political problems plaguing the American people could be solved by adopting a governmental structure based on town meeting-grass roots democracy. As a practical matter it could be implemented by means of the following:


Voting precincts would contain designated buildings where voters would gather and form into groups called BLOCKS. These BLOCKS would consist of between forty and sixty voters, with an average of fifty. The political blocks would form the foundation for the PYRAMID STRUCTURE of the government. An election could be held for half a day in the morning or in the afternoon of an acceptable day, probably not a Saturday or Sunday because those are holy days for too many people. A Friday would probably be best.

THE FIRST LEVEL CONVENTION


 This first BLOCK of fifty voters would form THE FIRST LEVEL CONVENTION of the PYRAMID STRUCTURE. Neighbors and others with similar interests could arrange to meet together and form a BLOCK at the first level convention. Political discussions would take on a new meaning. People would begin to realize that they themselves are the foundation of all that is done in the government. Once at the polling place, or more accurately, the convention place, the groups of fifty would  select a chairman and conduct business. Robert's Rules Of Order or a modification thereof would serve as a set of procedural rules. By the end of three or four hours, the group would have had time to develop a list of things they would want their government to do. They would also select someone from their BLOCK, as their representative, to take this list to the next higher level convention. Should a minority opinion develop during the course of the meeting, those holding to it could also select a representative and a list of their own concerns. A minimum of perhaps ten votes would be necessary to qualify as a minority opinion, in other words, about 20% of the first group of fifty.

THE SECOND LEVEL CONVENTION


These representatives from the majority and minority opinion(s) would assemble in a similar manner to that of the first level convention. This could either be done on the same day or at some other time, perhaps a week later. The process would be the same as at the FIRST LEVEL CONVENTION, except that the counting of votes would be different. At the FIRST LEVEL CONVENTION, everyone would get one vote. At the SECOND LEVEL CONVENTION, everyone would have the number of votes that he or she had been given at the FIRST LEVEL CONVENTION. A person who was elected with forty votes would have forty votes at each vote taken in the SECOND LEVEL CONVENTION. Someone representing a minority viewpoint from the first level would have perhaps fifteen or twenty votes. The size of the vote carried would be called the VOICE of the representative, because that representative would really speak for the people who had given her or him their vote.

THE THIRD LEVEL CONVENTION


The THIRD LEVEL  CONVENTION would be composed of all representatives chosen at the SECOND LEVEL. Minority  representation to the THIRD LEVEL  would require proportionally  more votes. Each group at the SECOND LEVEL would theoretically consist of fifty representatives who would each  represent fifty people, or in other words, each with a VOICE of fifty. The TOTAL VOICE at the SECOND LEVEL conventions would therefore be 50 representatives times fifty constituents (from the FIRST LEVEL CONVENTION) for a total of 2,500. Following the same formula, a minority representative to the THIRD LEVEL CONVENTION would have to have 20% of 2,500 votes, which is 500 votes. A minority opinion at the SECOND LEVEL CONVENTION would have to have a VOICE of 500 votes to be selected as a representative to the THIRD LEVEL CONVENTION. 


This process could be repeated until the number of representatives at any level reached a workable size, something that would vary with the size of the government to be formed. A local government or county government might need between ten and twenty representatives; a state legislature would need proportionally more representatives. Separate convention processes could be held for local, county, state, and national offices. As a practical matter, however, state and national representatives could probably be selected from among the same group of representatives, some going to the state legislature, and others to the Congress. The number of levels from the grass roots to Congress is surprisingly small. Pyramid democracy could easily be used to fill representative seats in the government under its present form. 


If, for example, the total electorate of the United States were some 200,000,000 voters, in a national election there would be: 4,000,000 FIRST LEVEL CONVENTIONS. There would be 80,000 SECOND LEVEL CONVENTIONS; 1,600 THIRD LEVEL CONVENTIONS; and only 32 FOURTH LEVEL CONVENTIONS, each with an average of fifty representatives. If one convention were held each month, the entire process could be completed in less than six months, a vast improvement over the present system of perpetual campaigning. At each level, initiatives would be traveling upwards from the grass roots, the way a democracy is supposed to function. Another advantage is that anyone who could convince the voters face to face that he or she would represent them well could be selected. That would probably mean that more people from more different backgrounds would be elected, making the representatives truly representative. 


From all that has been said, clearly PYRAMID STRUCTURED DEMOCRACY holds real promise as method of wresting control of the government from the anti-democratic forces in the country, once and for all. What is being presented here is not intended to usher in a Utopia, but rather it is a practical means for regaining government of, by, and for the people. This can be accomplished gradually, city by city and state by state if necessary. 


There is no way to foresee what strategy is going to prove itself ultimately to be the most effective. In fact, effectiveness of a particular strategy may vary from one part of the nation to another. Simply put, all freedom-loving Americans should promote THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM wherever they have an opportunity to do so. 

LABOR UNIONS


Labor unions must come to understand that the survival of the American labor movement requires that the working people of America ally themselves with the owners of small business as well as with unorganized workers. Everyone must come to realize that the strength of the domestic American market is dependent on a working population with sufficient buying power to purchase available goods and services. Failure to understand this economic fact of life will result in a fragmentation of the population which can only benefit the multinationals. Thus the implementation of THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM  within labor organizations is of the utmost importance. They must reach out to the population at large in the promotion of DEMOCRACISM.

POLITICAL PARTIES

For the rest of the citizenry, the nation's political parties are the natural place to promote DEMOCRACISM. In taking DEMOCRACISM inside the political party structure, it is important to make it clear that the only legitimate function of an American political party is to represent the interests of the American people. In fact, the two major parties have placed electing party members to office as their highest priority. In so doing, they have become just another special interest group completely undeserving of the allegiance of the people. The deplorable measure of political apathy among the electorate today is because both major political parties have cynically deserted the American people to behave like any other self-serving special interest group. At the local level, party organization is often dominated by party hacks whose only concern is electing candidates from their own party. Political allegiance in such circles is no different in kind from that of sports fans who cheer wildly in support of their team even when their team is indistinguishable from the opposition. Such mindlessness is accepted in the sporting arena, but it was not for such trivia that so much American blood has been shed and suffering endured. It is symptomatic of the depth of decay in the American political system that active participation in party affairs, even at the local level, has become a pathetic and irrelevant caricature of the American political ideal. Both major American political parties must be reformed by working within them to promote THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM in an absolutely uncompromising manner. Where the preservation of American liberty is concerned, there can be no room for compromise with the enemies of liberty. There can only be victory for the one, and for the other, defeat. 


But regardless of where one begins promoting DEMOCRACISM, the campaign must begin with education. The purpose of the campaigns will be to introduce the citizenry, wherever they might be, to THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM and to wage a campaign to change existing election laws where necessary. DEMOCRACISTS must be pragmatic in their efforts, working within existing party structures if necessary, in order to raise DEMOCRACISM as an issue before the people. So long as pyramid structured democracy is upheld as the first principle of political action, there is little danger of losing one's way. Politicians who endorse Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles should be supported so long as they remain faithful to its TEN PRINCIPLES. The essential task is to get Pyramid Structured Democracy actually implemented in as many governmental units as possible, as soon as possible.

PRACTICAL POINTERS FOR IMPLEMENTATION 


This program of political reform is so popular that all that is necessary is (1) to make the people aware of it,(2) to practice it in Democracism organizations, and (3) to press the struggle on to a victorious conclusion. But even with the enormous popularity of THE TEN PRINCIPLES, one particularly formidable obstacle must be addressed head on. That is the fear that Americans now have of both their own government, and of the multinationals as well. There is safety in numbers, so DEMOCRACISM will do better at attracting a following as it gets larger and better known. In order to produce a political avalanche, it will be necessary to start with a snowball size organization. The percentage of the population with enough courage to take the initiative, even in the cause of liberty, and even in America, is disappointingly small. The first task in forming an organization to promote DEMOCRACISM, is therefore, to locate the individuals who are knowledgeable enough to recognize the present danger, and who have the courage to take the initiative.  


Most cities have "advertising only newspapers" which charge inexpensive rates. Small ads appealing to persons with strong patriotic feelings are quite effective in reaching the kind of people who will help get things started. But it is difficult to gain support from the general population if one’s activities are not seen as part of the political main stream. This reluctance is completely justifiable, because no one can be at all sure who is behind the activities of any unfamiliar group. There is also the additional concern that a group that starts out with the best of intentions may be infiltrated and taken over by an extremist organization. For all of these reasons, it is preferable to work within existing political organizations and  party structures wherever possible. Americans at least think they understand the two party system and continue to tolerate it like an irresponsible family member. About half of the American voting population is not identified with either party, most out of disgust. Because political participation is so limited in most local party organizations, a small well organized and ideologically committed group could have a very sizable impact.


With regard to umbrella organizations formed to promote DEMOCRACISM and to coordinate popularization efforts outside the umbrella organization, it is vitally important to exclude any other causes besides DEMOCRACISM itself. At all costs, within umbrella organizations the popularization of DEMOCRACISM must be kept separate from advocacy of any other political, religious, or social causes. The establishment of pyramid structured democracy will provide the political forum for advocating various programs and proposals. Until then, while working within democracist organizations, advocacy of particular points of view other than DEMOCRACISM itself must be prohibited. Those who believe truly in grass roots democracy must put aside their political differences and unite for the benefit of the common good while they are working within democracist organizations. Of course, the democracist would be free to work outside of democracist organizations for whatever other causes she or he might choose. These organizations would be free to endorse DEMOCRACISM and to continue to pursue their announced agenda. 


It will be necessary to establish organizations for the solicitation of contributions and the disbursement of funds. These organizations must be beyond reproach, since without doubt the present dominant political powers will seek to destroy DEMOCRACISM by any means at their disposal, and they have at their disposal the complete intelligence and investigative apparatus of government at all levels. If at all possible, the assistance of professionals, especially as volunteers, should be utilized. There will be an abundant need for attorneys and accountants.

The basic unit of political organizing should be the places in which people find themselves in real life. Ideal places for the promotion of DEMOCRACISM are therefore, the work place, neighborhoods, political organizations, schools, universities, and any other places where people voluntarily associate. 



The Spirit Of America, what this nation was founded upon, what it stands for, and the shining promise it holds for the future is under the most insidious attack in the history of our republic. Let us rise to meet this challenge as have others before us who have paid for our freedom with their own dear lives. Now the line is drawn in the sand for us to cross over.  Into our hands, destiny has entrusted the safeguarding of LIBERTY, FREEDOM, and DEMOCRACY for the future of mankind. At this decisive hour the eyes of the world are upon us. Let us seize the moment, let us redeem the time, let us resolve in our heart of hearts that we shall not fail!

ESTABLISHING GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY IN AMERICA

STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF DEMOCRACISM


POLITICAL POWER is the ability to control the functions of government. In order for the American people to regain control of the government in the United States, at all governmental levels, the people must have a political program. That program is DEMOCRACISM. To establish DEMOCRACISM, the people must develop an overall plan, in other words, a POLITICAL STRATEGY. The STRATEGY is implemented at each level of government: national, state, county, and local. Since the STRATEGY cannot be accomplished all at once at any level of government, it must be approximated or partially accomplished through a series of smaller plans called TACTICS. If the TACTICS are consistent with the STRATEGY, then to the extent that the TACTICS succeed, the STRATEGY will be accomplished.


In order to learn how to develop effective POLITICAL  STRATEGY and TACTICS, it is first necessary to understand the component elements of POLITICAL POWER.

ELEMENTS OF POLITICAL POWER: MASS, FORCE, and DIRECTION


POLITICAL POWER consists of three elements: MASS, FORCE, and DIRECTION. POLITICAL POWER IS PEOPLE POWER, therefore, the first element of political power, MASS, is the number and relative proportion of the population  that a given political power represents. The second element of political power, FORCE, is simply what the MASS is capable of accomplishing. FORCE in turn consists of elements such as level of preparation (readiness), organization, dedication, and equipment. The third element, DIRECTION, is the goal or purpose of a political MASS, with a given amount of FORCE. Successful STRATEGY and TACTICS will always depend on how well MASS, FORCE, and DIRECTION are combined.  As an illustration of these three elements, consider the difference in MASS, FORCE, and DIRECTION for an army unit and a crowd of people milling around. The army unit may have a much smaller MASS in terms of numbers alone, but their training, dedication, organization, and equipment will provide great FORCE relative to their numbers. If their leaders have clear TACTICAL objectives, their DIRECTION will be clearly defined. In a contest, a crowd of people would have to have vastly superior numbers to be a match for a military unit. These same concepts will be used below to simplify many other political considerations.

WHY THE MULTINATIONALS ARE SO POLITICALLY POWERFUL


The anti-democratic forces in America, principally the multinational corporations, exert great POLITICAL POWER, although in terms of sheer numbers of people (MASS), they are only a small fraction of the population. Their economic power, however, enables them to employ people full time to promote the interests of the multinationals they represent. These include lawyers, advertising agencies, communications media, private investigators, and hoodlums. They are also able to bribe government officials in key positions. Thus, although their MASS is small, their FORCE is great. Finally, their DIRECTION is sharply focused, namely to do whatever necessary to further the interests of their own organization. Only law, not morality, operates as a restraint on their activities.  


With the pro-democratic elements almost the exact reverse has been true, at least before the arrival of DEMOCRACISM. In fact what DEMOCRACISM offers is simply  a medium for maximizing POLITICAL POWER by maximizing the three elements of MASS, FORCE, and DIRECTION.  The MASS is virtually every citizen in the United States, the FORCE is their combined efforts at taking control of their own government, and their purpose or DIRECTION is nothing less than the permanent establishment of genuine GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY.


The democratic elements constitute an enormous MASS. In terms of sheer numbers they dwarf to insignificance the anti-democratic elements of the multinationals. However, the democratic elements have always been divided into antagonistic factions which cancel out the strength of democracy and allow the multinationals to control the government with  a tiny MASS. 


The reason for this situation has been that the democratic elements have operated under the illusion that democracy in America was already  an established fact. This illusion has shielded the activities of the multinationals from the people, who tended to regard manifestations of anti-democratic power as peculiarities rather than for what they are. What they really are is proof that the anti-democratic elements are able at times to effectively control the government of the United States.  Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles  was designed to dispel this illusion in order to unite the various democratic factions. Thereby the enormous MASS of the democratic elements could be coalesced into a POLITICAL POWER with a single purpose. When the American people are united, they are the most powerful political force on earth.  


From the standpoint of FORCE, once the people are united, exerting only a small amount of FORCE in the DIRECTION of establishing DEMOCRACISM will be sufficient to topple the multinational corporations from their present position of political dominance. The key consideration here is that the FORCE be sustained long enough to be effective, and that it be narrowly focused on the single issue of establishing a pyramid structured grass roots democracy. Once this is accomplished, the struggle to establish an ECONOMIC BRANCH for the government can begin in dead earnest, in order to vanquish the power of the multinational corporations in America once and for all. 

BASIC STRATEGY 


Keeping the forgoing discussion in mind, it is a simple matter to outline the basic strategy of both the multinationals and DEMOCRACISM. The outcome of the ensuing struggle will depend largely on how well each side is able to adhere to its strategic goals, and how effectively its tactical maneuvers manage to approximate the attainment of these goals.


The struggle to establish DEMOCRACISM securely will have three phases: PRE-DEMOCRACISM, TRANSITIONAL DEMOCRACISM, CONSOLIDATIONAL DEMOCRACISM. During each phase, each  side will attempt to maximize POLITICAL POWER by attending to three considerations : MAXIMUM UNITY OF POLITICAL MASS, MAXIMUM EFFICIENCY IN EXPENDITURE OF POLITICAL FORCE, and SHARPNESS OF FOCUS IN POLITICAL DIRECTION. In all three considerations, there is a point beyond which further attention to any one of them becomes counter-productive. The ideal of perfection is irrelevant. What is relevant is mustering sufficient resources from the three elements of POLITICAL POWER in order to attain the particular tactical goal being sought. Political dogmatism is a prescription for defeat.  Popularly, this principle is known as the law of diminishing returns. When it is ignored, pragmatism is replaced with simple-minded fanaticism. The resulting inflexibility of thought and action ensures eventual defeat. This defeat occurs because fanatics have tunnel vision.  They are unable to see anything that falls outside of their political dogma. Eventually they are overwhelmed by problems that their dogma told them could not possibly exist.

STRATEGY DURING PRE DEMOCRACISM


The DIRECTION that DEMOCRACISM must pursue during the PRE-DEMOCRACISM phase is that of educating the public about DEMOCRACISM. In effect, this education will create a political market for DEMOCRACISM. The market demand for DEMOCRACISM will produce politicians who will campaign on a platform of the TEN PRINCIPLES. DEMOCRACISM is so popular that virtually any candidate can expect to be elected who runs a moderately funded campaign, but who campaigns on the TEN PRINCIPLES. Thus, raising the issue of DEMOCRACISM will create a demand for grass roots democracy. Those politicians who first endorse the TEN PRINCIPLES and aid the cause of DEMOCRACISM will be elected, while those who do not will be rejected by the voters.


In Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles, the issue of participation in political parties is taken up briefly. If participation in political party activities is successful, no further tactics will be necessary to implement the pyramid structured election system. But if the parties close ranks against a groundswell of support for pyramid structured elections, especially if the top party leadership makes further progress impossible, then it will be necessary to pursue a different tactical approach. By this time the American public must have been mobilized in support of DEMOCRACISM. If the public is mobilized then it is only a matter of applying political pressure in the most economical manner.


Perhaps the most effective tactic to use at this stage is a VOTERS'STRIKE FOR GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY. It is important to describe the strike in terms of grass roots democracy because initially some of the public still would not know the meaning of the term DEMOCRACISM. Hence a strike for DEMOCRACISM would not generate as much support a strike for something the voters already understand and already desire. What is so often derisively described as "voter apathy" is really a passive voters' strike with about 50% support among the adult population! These people might support candidates who promised real grass roots control of the government. There is much less voter apathy than voter disgust with the present corrupt system that seems immune to fundamental change. Since DEMOCRACISM is a program for fundamental change, a voters' strike for THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM will excite many citizens who have no interest in perpetuating the continuation of the present sham democracy. These people would vote for a candidate who campaigned for THE TEN PRINCIPLES. Another large portion of the voters does vote, but just barely manages to overcome the disgust that prevents the non-voters from voting at all. Those who "just barely" vote, either vote out of pure patriotism, or else vote for the lesser of two evils, with only minimal enthusiasm for the candidate they finally vote for. These voters also would strike in support of grass roots democracy since DEMOCRACISM promises real popular control of the government rather than merely offering them the best candidates that big money can buy. In this instance, not voting is more patriotic than voting, since voting merely supports the present anti-democratic power structure, and encourages the political parties to continue with business as usual. Under DEMOCRACISM there will still be political parties, but they would have to work to gain the voters' support or face the prospect of simply being ignored at the block conventions.


A voters' strike would be successful even if only a minority of the voters support it. In a lopsided victory when the winner gets 60% and the loser gets 40%, the difference is 20% of the vote. If as few as 11% of the total vote that had supported the winner were on strike, the winner would be the loser by 1%. Since DEMOCRACISM will be supported by no less than 60% of the voting population, provided they are informed properly regarding THE TEN PRINCIPLES, control of all elections will quickly pass to the pro-grass roots democracy elements of the voting population. Politicians will soon learn that they must champion THE TEN PRINCIPLES if they do not want to face certain defeat. The corrupt ones will have to make a choice between pleasing the financial giants and losing, and pleasing the citizens and winning. After DEMOCRACISM becomes the central campaign issue, the opposition party will aid the cause by informing the voters when an elected official does not fight for DEMOCRACISM once in office.


Spreading support for the strike will require grass-roots organizing, especially in neighborhoods. Local DEMOCRACISM organizations would have the successful canvassing of an entire city or rural area as their primary objective. But again it must be stressed that a voters' strike can only hope to be effective if the voters have already been mobilized in favor of DEMOCRACISM and see no hope of having DEMOCRACISM implemented through the regular political party process. This is not because the American people have so much confidence in the two-party system, far from it, but because average citizens are wary of departure from the normal way of doing things. The average citizen has no way of predicting the ramifications of large events; consequently they are little inclined to depart from what has worked in the past, even if it is not working now. This inertia can be overcome only when (1) present conditions are worse than the worst that a major change might conceivably bring and (2) anything less than a major change holds no real hope at all. In short, the public only supports major change when it feels its back is against the wall. Unfortunately the multinationals will produce such social and economic dislocation that a crisis of major proportions cannot be avoided. When the crisis appears, it will be too late to begin the spadework for protecting democracy. People who think their lives and those of their families are at stake have higher priorities than securing democratic institutions. Social and political disorder provide opportunities for dictators to take advantage of the fear that grips the populace. Those who wish to preserve democracy must have a viable agenda to offer which promises both social order and democracy. If people are forced to choose between one or the other, they will choose social order over political freedom and social disorder.


Once in office, the candidate will have to demonstrate a record of active promotion of DEMOCRACISM in order to maintain the support of PRO-DEMOCRACISM voters.


An obviously important task is that of building solid local DEMOCRACISM organizations. This will require education more than anything else, and is discussed in a later section.


PRE-DEMOCRACISM will come to an end with the ratification of a constitutional amendment establishing a pyramid structured election system.

TRANSITIONAL DEMOCRACISM


During the TRANSITIONAL phase, DEMOCRACISM must work to promote the establishment of an ECONOMIC BRANCH for the government. The task of DEMOCRACISM organizations will be to keep the need for an ECONOMIC BRANCH before the public's mind. The actual implementation of the ECONOMIC BRANCH will require a constitutional amendment also. An optimal method of implementation must be developed out of a long process of study and debate. Any doctrinaire or dogmatic pronouncements on the subject can only make an already difficult task even more difficult. The PRO-DEMOCRACISM ELEMENTS within the business community must be the people's guide, since the wealth of the nation depends on the health of the business community.

CONSOLIDATONAL DEMOCRACISM


The CONSOLIDATIONAL PHASE of DEMOCRACISM will be marked by a political realignment that will reflect the new political realities of the nation. Americans will be fired with a hope for the future and an optimism unseen since American Revolution. This enthusiasm will spill out past our own national borders and result in a series of devastating defeats for totalitarianism in all forms around the world. DEMOCRACISM will restore the ideological edge to democracy in its global contest with the forces of international communism. America will reclaim the position of undisputed champion in the cause of freedom around the world. Because of its ideological power, DEMOCRACISM will carry the ideological war for the liberation of the human spirit into the darkest of tyranny's citadels.

TACTICAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR DEMOCRACISM 


With respect to MASS, we must unify our own while creating as much disunity as possible in the MASS of the opposition. 


With respect to FORCE, we must motivate the people with an

impulse that they can sustain long enough to attain victory over the multinationals. Here speed is not nearly so important as sustainability, provided the MASS is large enough to accomplish THE TEN PRINCIPLES. DEMOCRACISM is capable of generating a very large base of support indeed, in fact larger than the combined strength of all political parties in America today. This is because the cause of DEMOCRACISM cuts across all political boundaries and divisions within the nation. 


With respect to DIRECTION, DEMOCRACISM must pursue single-mindedly the establishment of (1) grass-roots pyramid structured elections by means of a constitutional amendment, and (2) the establishment of an ECONOMIC BRANCH of the government to take large blocks of capital out of the hands of the multinationals. The first goal must be completed before the second. This is because the political power necessary to establish an ECONOMIC BRANCH of government presupposes the existence of a pyramid structured election system. Pyramid structured democracy is the heart of DEMOCRACISM.


For DEMOCRACISM, threats with respect to attaining UNITY OF MASS will be both internal and external. Internal threats will develop when factions within DEMOCRACISM begin to promote agendas other than the establishment of the TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM. These threats can be countered within DEMOCRACISM by expelling those factions that wish to deviate from the TEN PRINCIPLES. 


There are three types of factions to anticipate. First are those persons who enter DEMOCRACISM from other causes with other agendas to pursue. For such persons, the other cause is paramount, and DEMOCRACISM is merely a means to attain that other end. Consequently, they will attempt to introduce all sorts of resolutions and policies designed to entice DEMOCRACISM to endorse their particular programs and agendas. Whenever any such program is endorsed, it offends some of the people who would otherwise support DEMOCRACISM in its TEN PRINCIPLES. Segments of the population who are alienated in this manner must first be subtracted from the PRO-DEMOCRACISM POLITICAL MASS, and then added to the political MASS of the opposition. Consequently, DEMOCRACISTM must close ranks against any such internal threat to unity, even when the DEMOCRACIST finds him or herself in sympathy with the particular program being advocated for endorsement. The only endorsement consistent with the TEN PRINCIPLES is the endorsement of politicians who campaign openly in support of the TEN PRINCIPLES. If two opposing candidates both campaign in support of the TEN PRINCIPLES, both would qualify for endorsement by DEMOCRACISM organizations. No other ideological considerations are relevant to DEMOCRACISM, since pyramid structured democracy will leave decisions on issues to the people to decide. By remaining consistently neutral to all single issues, the door will be closed to any internal disunity of a serious nature.


The second source of disunity comes from personal ambition. When DEMOCRACISM encounters disunity from personal ambition, the person or persons responsible should be removed from positions of leadership. Anyone who puts personal ambition, or personal antagonism above establishing the TEN PRINCIPLES, should be removed from positions of leadership, and if necessary expelled from DEMOCRACISM organizations.


The third type of faction promoting disunity are the various infiltrators. These could be communists, fascists, agents of the multinationals, or infiltrators from government organizations seeking to protect the established anti-democratic political system. In all such cases, the activities of the various groups will be crystal clear since they will (1) deviate from the TEN PRINCIPLES, (2) advocate divisive policies as described above, and (3) may advocate illegal activities. Some additional discussion of these points will follow. 


Communists are always seeking political movements to infiltrate for their own anti-democratic purposes. Sooner or later, communists will wish to change the DIRECTION of DEMOCRACISM from its exclusive focus on multinational corporations, to a general attack on the wealthy as a social class. This is because Marxist strategy requires that a class war be promulgated. If communists can generate a class war between the wealthy and everyone else, then their communist party may be able to assume leadership of all factions opposed to the wealthy as a class. Communism is inherently anti-democratic because it is based on a military like (para-military) party structure. There is no real democracy within any communist party, only a chain of command. Communists surrender all personal integrity to a principle known as "democratic centralism." In effect this means that all personal opinion is abandoned once a party line has been formulated. All party members are required to publicly support the party line whether they personally agree to it or not. That is why talking to a communist who is pushing a party line is like talking to a brick wall. The principle of democratic centralism is suffocating to all rational discussion, hence to all democratic process. Consequently, there is nothing but antagonism between hard-core communists and advocates of DEMOCRACISM who insist on genuinely democratic structures at all times within DEMOCRACISM organizations. 


Whenever a group of people infiltrate a DEMOCRACISM organization and wish to deviate from the TEN PRINCIPLES, the only course of action to follow is to expel them. Otherwise they will exhaust the patience of all reasonable people, obstruct the operation of business within the organization, and eventually take control when the sincere and reasonable people give up on the organization and leave. Communists are nothing but spoilers.


The multinationals are quite capable of hiring agents to infiltrate DEMOCRACISM organizations. Their avowed purpose is to divide and conquer. By remaining committed to the TEN PRINCIPLES, real DEMOCRACISTS will quickly enough expose these wolves in sheep`s clothing. As DEMOCRACISM spreads and widens its base of operations at the local level, it will become increasingly difficult and expensive to infiltrate any significant number of organizations effectively. Organizationally, DEMOCRACISM will embody a pyramid structure itself. Although centralized power structures that control organizations from the top down are quicker reacting, they are easily subverted once infiltration of the upper levels is attained. Since the goal of DEMOCRACISM is none other than real popular control of the government, quick reaction is far less important than resistance to infiltration. It is only important that DEMOCRACISTS remain vigilant within their organizations and expel those who attempt to subvert its aims. The hue and cry that will be raised by infiltrators will be that they are being denied their freedom of speech. But their freedom of speech cannot be allowed to suffocate the life out of an organization. When discussion exceeds the bounds of reasonableness then it must end.


Democracists must beware of attempts to provoke them into illegal activity. This may come in the form of a provocation from an outside source, which seems to be immune to redress by due process of law. In such cases, inside the organization, persons will be heard to advocate effective, but illegal counter measures. Very frequently such persons are infiltrators who hope to entice the organization into a carefully laid ambush. 


Thus forewarned, DEMOCRACISM may avoid the pitfalls described above which constitute attacks on UNITY of MASS. From a positive standpoint, MAXIMUM UNITY of MASS can be attained by focusing on those propositions that unite the greatest number of Americans. These propositions are elaborated in Democracism: A Declaration Of Principles. In summary they are (1) real democracy is the best form of government for guaranteeing human rights, (2) the only real democracy is one controlled by the people from the ground up, (3) that a pyramid structured election system is the best means of implementing grass-roots democracy, (4) that wealth controls government, (5) that in order for democracy to survive, large blocks of wealth must be under the control of the people, (6) presently, both the wealth of America and the government of America are effectively controlled by multinational corporations, (7) that these multinational corporations are not American in any meaningful sense of the word, (8) that the overthrow of the power of these multinationals and the establishment of a grass-roots democracy is the most important political issue facing America.


The effect of the DECLARATION  is to remove entirely the camouflage that has concealed the actions of the multinationals. Their first layer of camouflage has been for them to identify their corporations with capitalism. But in truth they are the greatest enemies of free markets. Then they have equated capitalism (which they hide behind) with democracy (which they subvert at every turn).


Capitalism really exists in two very different forms. First, as small businesses, and second, as gigantic conglomerates. The small businesses require democracy in order to survive. Otherwise the corporate giants shift the tax burden on the shoulders of the small businesses and the consumers. This is what has happened in America to a certain extent, and has happened in other countries to a much larger extent. In effect, giant capitalists destroy the free market by taking control of the government and creating special market advantages for themselves. Free markets only exist when the rules are the same for everyone and neither tax policies nor government regulations favor any particular segment of the market over any other. Thus, capitalism and democracy are mutually dependent on each other, but the survival of both democracy and free markets requires that business is incapable of corrupting government and government is incapable of corrupting business. That is why a new branch of government is necessary to separate the two. 


Consequently, DEMOCRACISM is at once both pro-capitalism and anti-multinational corporationism.  This is a new political concept that transcends all previous conceptions of right and left. DEMOCRACISM makes all such previous categories obsolete. This conception, in effect a NEW POLITICS, must be reflected in the political rhetoric of DEMOCRACISM. The anti-American posture of multinational corporationism must be emphasized in order to focus the patriotic feelings of the people on the real enemies of liberty. DEMOCRACISM is the modern expression of the real essence of democracy as enunciated in the Declaration of Independence, and the Constitution of the United States. DEMOCRACISM is therefore the rightful heir of all that symbolizes American democracy. DEMOCRACISTS must make full use of American symbols. In fact, DEMOCRACISM must strive to reclaim the use of all national emblems for the cause of real democracy, and expose their fraudulent use by the multinationals. These symbols, which arouse so much patriotic fervor, are used by the multinationals in order to hide their anti-democratic and anti-American operations at home and abroad. Once the multinationals are exposed for trying to deliberately manipulate the patriotic sentiments of the American people, they will thereafter only antagonize the American people when they try to wrap themselves in the American Flag and hide behind the American Eagle.


One final word regarding unity, careful attention must be given to choice of language in the political rhetoric of DEMOCRACISTS. Abstractions should be kept to a minimum and concrete examples used wherever possible. Further, a newspaper level of comprehension should be all that is required to understand any piece of DEMOCRACISM literature designed for general distribution.

OFFENSIVE TACTICAL CONSIDERATIONS


Just as it is important to maintain unity within the ranks of DEMOCRACISM, it is equally important to chose tactics that will provoke the greatest possible disunity among the ranks of the multinationals.


 Next it is necessary to isolate the multinationals by depriving them of their allies. These allies are members of government, wealthy individuals, and the police power of the state (local police, federal law enforcement agencies, and the military). These topics will be taken up in order, beginning with provoking disunity in the ranks of the multinationals.


To begin with, tactics must be avoided which tend to force the multinationals into positions of artificial unity. It is the natural condition of the multinationals to war with each other and double cross each other. The best unity of which they are usually capable is a kind of honor among thieves. They know that any cooperation will eventually end in a double cross when it becomes to the greater advantage of one of the multinationals to do so to the other. It is always only a question of time until this happens, and all parties concerned are anxious not to be the one left holding the bag. Nothing must be done to impose an artificially stable unity from outside that they would never attain on their own initiative. 


Consequently, existing divisions within the ranks of the multinationals must be widened wherever possible. It is important to realize that many industries are suffering under the current economic situation. These industries might be much healthier under DEMOCRACISM than they are now. Those who have suffered under unfair foreign competition are good examples. Others could do much better if their plants were modernized, but the profitability of overseas investments pushes the price of capital so high that modernization is too expensive. All employees of enterprises in need of assistance are natural allies, including the top executives. 


It is vitally important that the personnel within the multinationals never consider themselves cornered and thereby provoked into a fight for their very lives. Especially, the current leadership among the multinationals must not be placed in a position of having to fight to the death to protect themselves and their families. Mostly, they are just people who have done what they had to for the advancement of their careers. Under DEMOCRACISM they would behave completely differently. Furthermore, their loyalty is usually much stronger to themselves than to the companies they work for. They know they could be fired at any time and abandoned by their companies. Work pressures have driven many executives to alcoholism and drug addiction. Others, in order to secure their positions, have committed immoral or even criminal acts that they are now ashamed of. Still others have lost families due to job pressures exerted by the corporations they worked for. Often the sacrifices they have been forced to make for the organization have gone unrewarded. 


Thus, the loyalty of even top-level executives within the multinationals is far from absolute. Many of these executives will eventually join the cause of DEMOCRACISM, since in their own hearts they are really Americans and cherish democracy after all. Others will help the cause by leaking inflammatory information to the press. Many wealthy people who love democracy, liberty, and freedom will contribute financially to the cause of DEMOCRACISM. Consequently, demands for retribution would only force the leadership within the multinationals to solidify into a united front. 

DEMOCRACISM MUST BE COMMITTED TO AMNESTY


DEMOCRACISM must therefore be committed to a policy of amnesty for those who have committed crimes short of murder, under the present system. All potential opponents must be made to realize that under DEMOCRACISM they would not be harmed, but that by opposing DEMOCRACISM, especially with violence, they could provoke the wrath of the people and lose everything. 


A word of caution is in order here. One tactic that some elements among the multinationals might try in order to produce a solid front of opposition against DEMOCRACISM would be to use violence against DEMOCRACISM, and especially its leadership. Those responsible might hope that the DEMOCRACISM movement would over-react, thereby threatening everyone in any essential position within the multinationals. Were DEMOCRACISM to fall for such a ploy, they would succeed in uniting the leadership of the multinationals for purposes of self-preservation. Violence suffered, or even the assassination of DEMOCRACISM’S leaders should only serve to increase determination. In any such event, everyone must be on guard against over-reacting to provocation. DEMOCRACISM must never become a vehicle of retribution. 


Once DEMOCRACISM is established, and the ECONOMIC BRANCH in place, the nation will need the talent now in the service of the multinationals to guide the ECONOMIC BRANCH wisely. Any course other than a commitment to amnesty risks provoking a class war that could only end in victory for communism or risk provocation  of a fascist dictatorship. 

THE TONE OF DEMOCRACISM MUST EXPRESS MODERATION 


The tone of DEMOCRACISM must be in keeping with its true character, namely a moderate and pragmatic approach to the most serious threats to democracy in our age. The enemies of DEMOCRACISM will do their best to make DEMOCRACISM appear immoderate and extreme.  Therefore, DEMOCRACISM must never forget that words are weapons. Each word must be carefully chosen, so that at once, the people are united and encouraged toward the attainment of tactical political objectives, while the opposition is stymied, divided, and confused. To maximize unity of mass, political force, and sharpness of direction, must be the purpose of all public communication by DEMOCRACISM organizations. But in order to be effective, the communication must be found to be appealing by those who receive it. Consequently, conversational speech that neither frightens nor offends most Americans is likely to serve the purposes of DEMOCRACISM far better than highly inflammatory, humorless, and just plain dull political rhetoric. The latter is most likely to identify those who distribute it as members of a lunatic fringe group. On the whole, DEMOCRACISM will be promulgated more effectively by following the style of good advertising copy than that of the overwhelming majority of political propagandists.

LOCAL ORGANIZATIONAL FUNCTIONS 


Only a fraction of the population will probably join DEMOCRACISM organizations as regular workers in the campaign to establish the TEN PRINCIPLES. But virtually the entire population will be sympathetic to the cause, variously contributing time, money, and votes when needed. The local organization will need to organize right down to the level of the neighborhood if possible. It will need to keep track of who can be counted on to do what and how often. Keeping up with numbers of people is utilization of POLITICAL MASS at the grass-roots level, the backbone of DEMOCRACISM. Keeping up with who will do what, as well as knowing how to get the necessary equipment is utilization of POLITICAL FORCE at the local level. Knowing which of the TEN PRINCIPLES are translatable into popular local issues is utilization of POLITICAL DIRECTION at the local level. Deciding which issues to raise with the people, and how to maximize MASS, FORCE, and DIRECTION in doing so is the exercise of TACTICS at the local level. The cumulative effect of POLITICAL POWER exerted upwards from the local level is to attain victory for the TEN PRINCIPLES. This is the STRATEGY of DEMOCRACISM. If this STRATEGY is taken to the people, they will rally to the cause of DEMOCRACISM and victory will certainly follow. 


Local organizations must therefore pay attention to the three elements of POLITICAL POWER: MASS, FORCE, and DIRECTION. The maximization of MASS will require political education of the membership. This education will center on the TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM, the misdeeds of multinational corporations, the ways that international banking controls the domestic economy, historical writings on democracy, the kinds of lives people live now who do not have democracy, etc. Additionally people should be taught parliamentary procedure and encouraged to assume as much leadership as they are able to manage. DEMOCRACISM should be proficient at meeting people face to face in order to spread DEMOCRACISM by personal contact as much as possible. In this way everyone will come to feel that DEMOCRACISM represents personal politics, rather than cold impersonal mass politics. FORCE maximization will require planning, fund raising, and attention to organization. Personal computers can be used to access data banks, keep track of membership, post messages on computer bulletin boards, the Internet, etc. American ingenuity and resourcefulness will make up for what DEMOCRACISM lacks in terms of other resources.  The backbone of DEMOCRACISM organizations will be the local organizations.


As much creativity as possible should be used in developing educational programs. Art and drama should be employed where the talent exists. College professors, lawyers, reporters, politicians, and others can be used as speakers. 


Finally, DEMOCRACISTS will find themselves most successful when they work with those people who share their backgrounds in respect of culture and basic political beliefs. This is because people are most responsive to people like themselves. Conservatives will be best able to organize other conservatives; liberals, other liberals; and moderates, other moderates. The American people will then converge on the multinational corporations in three columns, all committed to the same cause, DEMOCRACISM.

SUGGESTED READINGS

LEARNING HOW TO THINK IN STRATEGIC TERMS

It is important to be able to think clearly about strategy and tactics. One of the very best texts is the 2400 year old Chinese classic, THE ART OF WAR by Sun Tzu. The work is available in translation by Samuel B. Griffith, Oxford University Press, 1963. 

HOW TO REACH THE PUBLIC AND MISCELLANEOUS ISSUES ON ORGANIZATION

Advertising agencies are first cousins to psychological warfare units. Much of the struggle to establish DEMOCRACISM is psychological and counter-psychological warfare. There is no substitute for learning from a master. One of the best is David Ogilvy, and his book OGILVY ON ADVERTISING (Vintage Books,1985) is worth more than a mountain of theoretical prattle from political theorists.

EFFECTIVE WRITING

Creative writing cannot be taught, but clearly understandable writing certainly can. WRITING THAT WORKS, by Kenneth Roman and Joel Raphaelson (Harper & Row, 1981) gets high marks.

EXPOSING THE MULTINATIONALS

There are so many good inexpensive books in this category that there is no need for an extensive list of titles. Many of them are available at moderate prices through remaindered book mail order services. Barnes & Noble Bookstores (126 Fifth Ave. New York, N.Y. 10011) and Publishers Central Bureau (Dept. 342, One Champion Ave, Avenel, New Jersey 07001) both publish catalogues that they will send you for free.

One title to consider is ENDLESS ENEMIES by Jonathan Kwitney (Congdon & Weed, Inc.,1984). The author is a long time reporter for the WALL STREET JOURNAL.

SENSE, NONSENSE, AND FLIMFLAM


Virtually every objection to DEMOCRACISM can be answered by the simple question, "How does the present system compare with DEMOCRACISM on the point at issue?" This is because people are used to making criticisms without feeling any obligation to offer an alternative. The strength of DEMOCRACISM is its value as a practical and viable alternative to the present anti-democratic political system. It is important for DEMOCRACISM to avoid being maneuvered into a comparison with some ideal of perfection.


DEMOCRACISM should be aware of some ideas that do not fit neatly into any theoretical framework, however are things that people need to know, just the same. Some of these have been mentioned briefly in the preceding sections. For example, it is important to concentrate on winning over the opponent rather than simply beating the opponent. That is why it is important to avoid making personal attacks and always to focus on issues. It is also important to leave your opponent enough room to retreat and still save face. By remaining courteous, you will win many people to the cause who are watching to see what kind of people are involved with DEMOCRACISM. Only a bad impression is gained by trying to make someone "say uncle." The only real enemies of DEMOCRACISM are the enemies of democracy itself. 


There are many things to know when involved in a political argument or debate. First it is necessary to decide if the person you are arguing with is a reasonable person or not. Unreasonable people are a complete waste of time to talk with. They represent a tiny fraction of the population; they are irrelevant to the cause of DEMOCRACISM; and you should not allow them to draw you into a stupid debate. Some of them are good at sounding sincere at first, but soon enough it becomes evident that they are only interested in using you to make themselves look good in their own eyes. There are also people who like to argue and are mentally ill. In all such cases, it is best to simply say something like, "I see your point" and politely excuse yourself from further discussion with that person. You will find the encounter easiest to break off when you allow your antagonist to have the last word. He or she will think that they have "won" and will leave you free to go about the business of spreading DEMOCRACISM.


DEMOCRACISM will however, encounter some real opposition. It is best to be aware of the tactics that experienced debtors are likely to use. One of the best tactics for someone to use, who has a weaker argument than his or her opponent, is to get the opponent sidetracked, talking about irrelevant issues. Stay with the TEN PRINCIPLES and this will not happen. Another useful tactic is to get him or her on the defensive and keep them busy swatting at gnats. Such an opponent will take whatever small objection he or she can make and try to make it appear to be an important issue. DEMOCRACISM does not claim to be perfect, only to be a vast improvement over the present system with respect to real democratic control of the government. When someone raises a trivial issue, the first thing to do is to place it in its proper perspective rather than to immediately try to reply to it as presented. 


For example, someone might object that instituting a pyramid structured election system would require a complete overhaul of the entire governmental structure of the nation, be enormously expensive, and invite governmental chaos. This argument can be placed in perspective by pointing out that in a democracy it is the business of government to accommodate its structures to the will of the people, and not the business of the people to accommodate the popular will to the structures of government. Americans, who have always been willing to lay down their lives in defense of liberty on foreign shores are certain to make the sacrifices necessary to re-institute democracy in the very birthplace of modern democracy, their own homeland. By following this approach it is unnecessary to enter into a discussion of exactly how things would be accomplished. Democracism has a built in safeguard against fanatical and extreme measures, namely the good sense and moderation of the people themselves. Extremism has only taken hold of a nation when a political party has managed to seize control of the police power of the state and suppress democratic processes in the name of the people. Under DEMOCRACISM the people speak for themselves through their chosen representatives and by means of their own initiated petitions.


In a similar vein, an opponent may try to make you look stupid and ignorant by pressing for details on exactly how DEMOCRACISM will implement its TEN PRINCIPLES. This question is a question about a very complicated technical matter. Like all other technical matters, this one will have to be carefully studied by experts and the best plan chosen from among the best alternatives presented. DEMOCRACISM does not claim to be a body of expert knowledge, only a program for bringing together experts to solve the most pressing political problem in America, the necessity for grass-roots control of the government. DEMOCRACISM is solely concerned with raising the issues of the TEN PRINCIPLES, and seeing that they are solved in a manner that satisfies the American people. It is not concerned with details of a solution that will unfold in due course. 


Some effort will be made by the opposition to convince the public that they already have a democracy. Liberals, for example, have traditionally argued against basic change in the system by saying that the system works. This argument can be presented in a variety of clever ways, but it always has a fatal flaw, namely, that the American people are really fed up with the way the government is run. The American people know that they do not control the government, and no amount of explaining, however eloquent or clever can explain that reality out of existence. With the coming of DEMOCRACISM, the American people now have a means to restructure the government, and they now know that they have the political power to do so.  Those people, especially those politicians, who represent the anti-democratic forces in America must become aware that their choice is to either give up power gracefully or risk losing everything if they make too much of a nuisance of themselves and provoke a popular outrage. DEMOCRACISM is an idea whose time has come, the era of multinational corporationism is over.


Now that DEMOCRACISM is public knowledge, the American people are suddenly realizing how deeply they thirst for real democracy. The American people know that they thirst for real political liberty instead of the empty, unsatisfying  political illusion that is all the current political and economic system really has to offer. This is the basic political fact of life in America today. 


Anyone who fails to appreciate that these forces are at work in the hearts and minds of Americans will be standing in the way of a gathering political storm. Soon it will hit the previously all too comfortable beach dwellings of the so called "political leaders of the nation", those politicians who merely pay lip service to democracy while their real business is lining their own pockets and those of their friends. Only those who actively promote DEMOCRACISM can hope to survive politically. The rest will be swept away in a flood of political reform and the coming rebirth of the American democratic spirit.


These are the realities that DEMOCRACISM must return to again and again. The are the sure guiding light of a

American liberty. They are the hopes that have inspired Americans to lay down their lives in defense of liberty, and they are the living ideals that will challenge our generation to make the sacrifices necessary TO SECURE THE BLESSINGS OF LIBERTY  AND FREEDOM FOR OURSELVES AND FOR OUR CHILDREN TO COME. DEMOCRACISM must awaken all Americans to the urgency of the moment; it is our responsibility to change the course of history.

�This work follows the practice of leading American dictionaries which define the terms "republic" and "democracy" as synonyms. Both terms are defined as elected representative forms of government. Likewise, through out this work the words "democracy" and "republic" should be considered to be interchangeable.


�For a complete discussion of the ways that lobbyists can legally bribe and bully Congress, as well as a list of the consequences, consult Chapter Four "Legalized Corruption" in: Etzioni, Amitai. CAPITAL CORRUPTION. San Diego New York London:


Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers, 1984, pp. 56-80.


�Regarding this last point, see Chapter One p.16 in Etzioni above.


�You may consult your local newspaper for on going documentation of this form of corruption. Examples occur almost daily. Recently (October 25,1985) the Associated Press carried a news item, dateline Washington, entitled "Administration drops claim against pipeline owners." The gist of the article was that "The federal government  has dropped its 8-year-old claim against oil company owners of the Trans-Alaska pipeline after alleging they had overcharged for use of the oil pipeline. Congressional investigators said Thursday that the decision a day earlier by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission will mean a loss of $1 billion to $3 billion a year in federal revenues. In addition, the government loses out on any hope to collect past tax and royalty revenues totaling between $2 billion and $3 billion for 1977-81, according to investigators for the House Small Business oversight subcommittee.  'We asked the Justice and Treasury departments and the Internal Revenue Service about the tax issue and in each case they said it wasn't of any concern to them,' said Rep. Berkley Bedell, D-Iowa. 'What we have is an administration that is very much concerned over helping big oil and doesn't give a darn about how many farmers go broke."


�Under the Truman Administration, anti-trust action was filed against the major oil companies. During the first years of World War II, then Senator Harry Truman had worked to expose the oil companies collusion with their corporate Nazi "friends" in Germany. In 1939, for instance, Standard of New Jersey (now Exxon) had been given patents by the representative of the giant chemical corporation, I.G. Farben, for safe keeping during the war so that they could not be seized by the U.S. government. I.G. was bullish on concentration camps and built Auschwitz for the SS. Standard agreed to give the patents back at war's end, hardly an impressive act of patriotism. No one was able to touch the oil companies during the war, because they had too many supporters in high places and even their enemies were afraid that exposing them might hurt the war effort. Consequently, Truman had to wait until after the war ended and he was President. The anti-trust action was tied up in the courts until the Republicans regained the White House, whereupon the Justice Department dropped the suit. Coincidentally, two lawyers who had come from the law firm handling the defense for the oil companies happened to be the incoming Secretary of State, John Foster Dullas, and his brother, the Director of the CIA, Allan Dullas. This information comes largely from documents only made available in 1981 under the Freedom of Information Act which were dug up by Charles Higham. For a detailed account of the treachery of the so called American multinationals during World War II (including ITT, the Chase Bank before it became the Chase Manhattan, RCA, The Texas Company before it became Texaco, etc.) please consult: Higham, Charles. TRADING WITH THE ENEMY: An Expose' of The Nazi-American Money Plot 1933-1949. New York: Delacorte Press, 1983. 


�Ronald Reagan was once considered to be an "America first" conservative, after the fashion of Barry Goldwatter. However in the closing weeks of the 1980 Republican presidential primary campaign, Ronald Reagan openly courted the multinationalist (Rockefeller) wing of the Republican Party. His economic policies,  consistently devastating to  domestic industries, have resulted in the highest balance of trade deficits in American history. Reagan's conservatism has remained, since then, restricted to social issues that are of no concern to the multinationalist wing of the party. Events surrounding this turn around in Reagan's previous policy commitments  is recounted in a carefully documented chapter entitled "The Reagan Victory: Corporate Coalitions In The 1980 Campaign" in The Hidden Election subtitled  Politics and Economics in The 1980 Presidential Campaign, edited by Thomas Ferguson and Joel Rogers, and published by Pantheon Books of New York, copyright 1981.


�Although there is no hope of improving things on an issue by issue reform program basis, THE TEN PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACISM can be implemented by means of a VOTERS' STRIKE FOR GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY. This approach is discussed in detail in a following section entitled: ESTABLISHING GRASS ROOTS DEMOCRACY IN AMERICA - The Strategy And Tactics Of Democracism.


�Etzioni, Amitai. CAPITAL CORRUPTION. San Diego New York London:


Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Publishers, 1984, p.84.


�Amplification on these points may be found in Chapter six of Etzioni's CAPITAL CORRUPTION. The chapter is aptly entitled "National Security: Mangled by Interest Groups."


�"There are, it turns out, more than 11,000 of these companies now registered in Grand Cayman. The island  contains (excluding expatriates) only 10,000 people, so that it has more companies than inhabitants.  But the identity of the companies is wrapped in secrecy:'We know who owns the banks,'the Governor explained to me in 1980,'but not even the registrar knows who owns the companies.'" Anthony Sampson, The Money Lenders " Bankers And A World In Turmoil"(New York: The Viking Press, 1981), .p. 223.


�"The idea of a tax-free and neutral island has an irresistible appeal to multinational bankers. Tom Clausen, of the Band of America, looked forward to  'an international corporation that has shed all national identity';[quoted from A.W. Clausen: 'The International Corporation: An Executive's View', Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, September 1972.] Carl Gerstacker, the former head of Dow Chemicals, once explained: 'I have long dreamed of buying an island, beholden to no nation or society.'[White House Conference on the Industrial World Ahead, February 7,1972.]Grand Cayman seems to promise just such an island paradise, without taxes, without political troubles, and with money flowing in and out without interruption or surveillance." Sampson, The Money Lenders, p. 223.


�Charles Higham in the work cited above explains how the idea of an international economic community developed in the years prior to World War II. Many prominent corporation executives around the world began to acquire partial ownership in various corporations that were headquartered in countries that were nominal enemies. He calls this group The Fraternity and explains how they were able to supply each other and their subsidiaries during the war by routing material through so called neutral countries such as Spain, Sweden, and Switzerland. The documentation leaves little room for doubt. Fraternity members occupied high positions of trust in the warring governments, so that as much as possible business as usual was conducted with little danger of exposure. I.G. Farben in Germany bankrolled Heinrich Himmler and the Gestapo for insurance. The American Fraternity was similarly ensconced. Over time faces change, but little else.


�" The Breast Vs. the Bottle" Newsweek 97 (June 1,1981): 54-55.


�If the US government cannot find the moral strength to protect babies in the the world's poorest countries, what can the post war baby boom expect when it can no longer work, and becomes "a burden on the domestic economy."


� Sampson, Anthony. THE MONEY LENDERS. New York: The Viking Press, 1982, p.263. 


�"Reagan's No-Default Policy," Time,February 15,1982, p.28.


�"The total Polish debt was now alarming - twenty-four billion dollars, of which more than half was owed to commercial banks - led by the Germans, and followed by the British and Americans....Several bankers privately admitted that they would feel much safer if the Russian tanks rolled into Poland....the Polish strikers had taken the idea of freedom altogether too literally, and the West was now as anxious as Moscow to damp them down. The western bankers, having made handsome profits out of indiscriminate loans, now looked to their governments to help them out. They had held long and tense discussions in the Paris Club - the traditional casualty station of the international banking - under the chairmanship of the French Treasury...It was now clearly too dangerous to be left to the bankers. The ultimate country risk lay with the governments who faced the bleak task of trying to bring Polish finances back on the road towards realism, and Washington, London and Bonn shared the same financial worries as Moscow. While the Polish crisis had created a dangerous political tension between the superpowers, it induced a common interest between their central bankers." Sampson, The Money Lenders, 266-267.


�For those who still believe that the small businesses have an ally in the Chamber of Commerce, THE BIG BUSINESS READER (pages 204-217) has an eye opening article by Mark Green and Andrew Buchbaum entitled "The Corporate Lobbies: The Two Styles of the Business Roundtable and Chamber of Commerce." The authors point out that although some 80% of member businesses in the Chamber are small businesses, the Chamber's directors overwhelmingly represent the very largest corporations in the nation. Many of the member companies would be surprised to learn that the Chamber has not flinched to lobby against the interests of small business on those numerous occasions where there is a conflict between the multinationals and small domestic businesses. In one instance the Chamber tried to legislate out of existence all competition to the large Detroit auto makers in the auto parts replacement business.   


�William J. Quirk in a chapter of the Big Business Reader (pages 231-247) entitled "The Big Bank Bailout" has provided a warning of what is in store for the American taxpayer and the operator of the small business as result of reckless foreign investments. The big banks have loaned out so much money that very little in the way of reserves remains in America. The poor countries that they loaned to absolutely cannot repay the principle, in fact they cannot pay the interest WITHOUT BORROWING MORE MONEY TO DO SO. For example, the INTEREST ALONE for Mexico in 1983 when the article was published was a mere $250 million PER WEEK. Sooner or later the inevitable is going to happen and the banks are going to have to admit that the money they loaned out has evaporated. There is no collateral to cover anything close to the losses. When that happens the big banks are not going to say one word about Free Enterprise as they inform the government that it is up to the American taxpayer to foot the bill. Those footing the bill do not include the 50 largest U.S. corporations who pay no corporate taxes whatsoever, and some of whom manage to get multimillion dollar rebates. This is not true capitalism, it is just garden variety theft dressed up in a tuxedo.


�Insurance companies consist of mutual companies like Prudential and stock companies like The Travelers Corporation. The Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of a mutual insurance corporation is effectively immune from accountability to anyone for corporate decisions. Tobias, Andrew. THE INVISIBLE BANKERS. New York: The Linden Press/Simon & Shuster, 1982, pp. 38-44. But even for companies with stockholders, the management is really accountable to no one but itself if the company is a large one. The Board of Directors vacancies are almost always filled by candidates hand picked by management. The Board does no real governing. See "The Myth of Shareholder Democracy" by Ralph Nader and Joel Seligman in: Green, Mark, ed. THE BIG BUSINESS READER. New York: The Pilgrim Press, 1983, pp. 377-384.


�The idea of a pyramid structured government, going all the way down to the grass roots, is not a new one. An organizational structure of this sort is found in Exodus 18:13-27. It was urged upon Moses by his father-in-law, Jethro. Although it predates modern democracy, this system provided a simple means of governing the Hebrew population. The governmental system of Egypt had, of course, been recently left behind on the far side of the Red Sea.
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