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A THEORY OF SUBVERSION

DEMOCRACY

When | beganthisproject, | redlized | had never oncein my entirelife
thought about the precise meaning of democracy, but had aways taken it
for granted. So off | went to the dictionary—the first of hundreds of such
trips.

Webgter's Living Dictionary makes some very interesting observa:
tions about the concept of democracy. Firg, it says democracy is“aform
of government in which the supreme power is vested in the people and
exercised by them, or by their elected agents’

Then, it says democracy is “a date in which the supreme power is
vested in the people and exercised directly by them, rather than by their
elected representatives’

Here we have two conflicting definitions. Thefirgt claims democracy
exigs, if ether the citizens of asociety, or their representatives, make po-
litica decisons. The second definition claims democracy exists only when
al ctizens participate in making politica decisons.

Either one or the other may be an accurate description of the sys-
tem cdled “democracy,” but both can’t be true Smultaneoudy.

Why not?

Because asocid system in which only some citizens hold the author-
ity to make important decisons affecting dl citizens won't produce the
samekind of society asoneinwhich al citizens participate in choosing the
laws, indtitutions and vaues affecting their lives.

We American commoners witness this truth every day as we watch
how our politica “representatives’ represent only themsdaves and those
rich enough to bribe them. We daily witnessthistruth in their priorities and
needs—which aways seem to be contrary to ours.

Human higtory is crammed with sodd sysems in which only some
citizens have made the important palitical decisonsfor dl citizens. Without
exception, these them-againgt-us systems have aways produced oppres-
sve socid environments for commoners.

How can we expect the “representative’ democracy of the United
States, which is aso athem-againgt-us system, to produce anything else?
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Webster’' s makes one additiond, revealing statement about democ-
racy. Surprigngly it says “the common people of a community as distin-
guished from any privileged class, the common peoplewith respect to their
political power”

Thisdiginction strongly suggests democracy is of interest only to the
common, laboring citizens of a society and not to the wedthy, privileged
citizens, and poses an embarrassing question: if privileged people prefer a
form of governance other than democracy, why have common Americans
believed for more than two hundred years that the American paliticd sys-
tem is democrétic?

We know only wedlthy, privileged people created the American po-
litical system, for we know there weren't any commoners invited to the
Condtitutional Convention. Few even knew the meeting was being held.

The representative democracy given us by the founders of our Con-
ditution is an entirely different form of political order than a participatory
democracy, in which the people make the decisons affecting the laws,
policiesand vaues of their community. They can produce only two entirely
different societies. Why? Because true human freedom cannot exist with-
out true democracy, they exist hand in hand, or not at all.

The word-symbols “common” and “privileged” have been used tra-
ditiondly to distinguish between poor and rich people. But what else do
the two words mean?

Webster's defines common as “of or pertaining to a community at
large, in the sense of public;...shared by two or more individuas, as com-
mon property” This is dmogt as usdess as the definition of commoner:
“one of the common people; amember of the commondity.”

However, the definition of privileged sheds light upon the subject:
“one possessing wedlth, title, rank, or authority” Thisdefinitionimpliesthat
aperson who doesn't possess wedth, title, rank or authority may be con-
Sdered common.

The ability of only some people to acquire wedth title, rank, or au-
thority while the masses remain common and impoverished has helped to
foster the belief that privileged people are superior people. Thedictionary
supportsthe belief by dso defining common as*“second rate” or “inferior”

So like it or not, as most Americans possess neither wedth, title,
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rank, nor authority, if we areto believe the dictionary, most of usareinfe-
rior people.

| neither likeit, nor believeit.

| believe there s much more to the differences between common and
privileged people than words in a dictionary or money in the bank. | be-
lievethere are other dimensions and truthsthat will better define the differ-
ences between rich and poor people.

| believethere sadirect reationship between the unbridled economic
and politica power of privileged people and the suffering of the common
masses. | dso believe the forces unleashed by this relationship have redl
consequencesin the real world among which are poverty, illiteracy, preju-
dice, misery, war, and degth.

Written records show that from itsinception until the Greet Depres-
son of the 1930s, the outstanding trait of the American republic was the
flagrant abuse of common workers by wedthy, influentiad Americans.

Y et commonersof 2003 naively believe, asthey’ ve been programmed
to believe, that the Condtitution of the United States—and specificdly its
Bill of Rights—was designed to protect them from the abuse of wedthy,
influentid people.

AMERICAN PARADOX

In a large sensg, this is a history book. But don't let a didike of
history stop the short journey through these pages, | promise the trip will
be worthwhile.

Discover for yourself some of thefactsthat have helped meto under-
stand many relationships of which | had been unaware, and which now
enable meto fed the past as strongly as| fed the heet of the sun.

Goob System orR BAD System?

No one can deny the United States has provided more people with
more materid wedlth, more individua freedom, more opportunities for
happiness, comfort, and security than has any other nation on planet Earth.

But the republic’s economic-politica system has dso produced se-
vere negdive results the deliberate physica and intellectua impoverish-
ment of millions of Americans, ingdious government spy agencies, corrupt
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public officids, usurious interest rates, unjust justice, the unprovoked and
unrestrained use of our military might againgt smaler, less able countries,
and the financia and mora bankruptcy of our society.

If, as we' re congantly reminded, being American and living in the
United Statesissowonderful, why are so many Americanspoor and growing
poorer while rich Americans grow richer? Why are so many Americans
unable to read or write? Why are black and femae Americans treated as
second-class citizens? Why isn't being an American awonderful experi-
encefor dl Americans?

When do Americans publicly acknowledgeit’ sthe American System
itself that breeds misery, hope essness and violence; nourishes sexua pro-
miscuity, and encourages children to have children? \When do we acknowl-
edge that it's American-style democracy that produces and perpetuates
the massive ignorance, illiteracy, and poverty spreading over our land?
Whereisthe public’s outrage with the never-ending corruption in the po-
liticad and economic worlds? Why isthere o little public talk about chang-
ing the System and what will it take to rouse working Americansto action?

Must common Americans meekly accept the discrimination and op-
pression of the System for love of country?

Which country?

The United States born on the premise the lives of femaes are less
vauable than males, or the lives of people with nonwhite skin and non-
Protestant beliefs of less vaue than the lives of white Protestants? The
United States that overwhelms and represses Central American countries
with its economic power, Sphoning out their natural wedth, adding to the
misery of an aready oppressed and impoverished peasantry?

Or isit the United States that supplied Nazi Germany with funds,
fud, and instruments of death during World War 11? Or, perhaps it's the
country that ddliberately devastated smal Asan nations and murdered a
million helpless, innocent people during the Korean and Vietnam wars?

Towhich of these nations must we pledge blind alegiance until desth
do us part? Must we, for love of such a country, regect the dictates of
common sense and stop trying to make this a better world for ourselves,
and our children?

It's often claimed American government has been established for
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the benefit of dl American citizensand isgovernment of the people, by the
people, and for the people. Thisisaddiberatelie. For two hundred years
it’ sbeen obviousthe American System benefits someindividua sand groups
much more than others.

It's claimed we, the whole American people, are the source of po-
litica authority. Another lie. Throughout the past two centuries a greet
many Americans were discouraged from participation in the politicd sys-
tem. Today, millions have withdrawn in disgust, because of an inahility to
influence communal or nationa decisions, and refuseto participate. Com-
moners are definitely not the source of the nation’s political authority.

It's aso claimed we, the whole American people, can remove rep-
resentatives from public office any timethey perform badly. At bes, thisis
a hdf-truth. Commoners do hold the power to remove ineffective and
corrupt politicians from office, should we al vote, which we don't.

The American System, however, doesn’t dlow us to remove these
people when they make laws or policies harmful to the nation. We can
gop them only after their term is over and they come up for redection,
only after their dirty work is done.

What' sthe good of having power, if you can't useit to protect your-
sdf from being robbed and cheated; if you can't use it until after you've
been harmed? It's like having authority to lock the barn door after the
horseis stolen, but not before. 1t's not avery useful power.

It's actualy no power a dl. And as you'll soon discover, that's ex-
actly what the privileged creators of our Constitution intended—for com-
mon Americans not to have political power.

Prelude to Revolution

In dl probability, you have been taught the United States and the
American continents were developed by good, kind, God fearing people
fleeing from oppressive socid systems. Once-upon-a-timeit’swhat | be-
lieved and, of coursg, it's partidly true.

But history revealsthese landswere actualy devel oped by groups of
European businessmen seeking profit, and kings seeking funds to finance
their egotigticad wars. European commoners who did flee from politica
and religious oppression were alowed, and encouraged, to come to the
New World by business people needing cheagp labor, and by Establish-
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ments wishing to rid themselves of troublemakers.

Inthe 16th and 17th centuries, corrupt government and corrupt busi-
ness was the way of life in the complex English bureaucracy. The English
Crown awarded many of the bureaucratic offices in the New World as
repayment of afavor or adebt, knowing possession of such an officewas
the means by which resourceful peoplewould squeeze out morethan afull
measure of the debt. Low paid tax collectors and petty officials were ex-
pected to make the most of their positions-of-power; they were expected
to use intimidation and extortion to increase their persona wedlth.

Nor did these men consider themselves dishonest or immord, for
they did no different than most enlightened and privileged Englishmen of
the day. The greed and dishonesty of petty English colonid officids and
joint stock company managers who lined their pockets with the loot of
office have been recorded for pogterity.

Corruption is our undeniable English heritage.

In 1607, more than 150 years before the American Revolution, the
London Company established a business venture in Jamestown, Virginia
Investors hoped to profit by harvesting and sdlling the products of the
New World to the people of Europe.

To ensure monopoly of trade with its colonies, the English Crown
passed an Acts of Trade and Navigation. The laws prohibited Americans
from commerce with other nations, obligating them to sl their wares a
atificidly low pricesto English businessmen. Knowing the English resold
for much higher prices, American businessmen balked at the arrangement.
They took to smuggling, and continued their profitable trade with Europe
viathe West Indies.

The English navy rarely enforced the Navigationd Acts.

These were the days when buccaneers and pirates sailed the seas
seeking spoilsfrom helpless merchantmen. Understanding the pirates need
for safe and friendly harborsto fit and provision ships and dispose of loat,
the governors of some English colonies offered them safe harbor in ex-
change for afee, or aportion of the spails.

But it was possession of land that produced the grestest wedthinthe
New World. Theimmense, uninhabited stretch of North Americawasthe
magnet drawing land starved Europeans across the expansive ocean.
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By themiddle of the 18th century there waslittle unclaimed land east
of the Appaachians. The Crown had repaid debts with virgin land. Colo-
nia governors had lavishly bestowed public lands upon family and friends.
Speculators, who had bribed officias or stolen from Indians, claimed the
remaning lands.

Theland speculatorsof England and Americaturned their eyestothe
vast untapped lands of the West. It was irrdlevant that Indians aready
populated these lands, such an inconvenience hadn't stopped them from
geding the continent’ s eastern lands from the red skinned people by brute-
force and trickery. Nor were speculators stopped by the complications
created by overlapping claims of officid colony land grants.

In the 18th century, asin the 21 century, very little was alowed to
gand in the way of immediate profit.

In 1748, some of the leading families of Virginia formed the Ohio
Company, aland company. The next year other Virginia families formed
the Loyd Company. Both companies daimed land in the Ohio Vdley,
which France had previoudy claimed.

The French, darmed a the intruson into their territory, immediately
sent additiona troops into Ohio. The war that followed was inevitable,
lasting for mogt Sx years. According to some historiansit lasted thislong
only because many English-American businessmen, putting profit before
patriotism, smuggled supplies and food past English blockades to sdl to
the French.

In 1753, the governor of Connecticut and agroup of privileged specu-
latorsformed the Susquehanna Company. The company claimed land that
lay within Pennsylvania, and tricked the Indians to Sign away title. It then
sold smadll tractsto settlers who had to dedl not only with irate Pennsylva:
nians, but aso with angry Indians.

In 1760, when the English captured Montred, the French empirein
North Americaended.

American land speculators had little opportunity to rgoice. The Indi-
ans, many of whom had sded with the French, were angry at theintruson
of English settlers onto their hunting grounds. They went on the warpath
burning and destroying English settlements.

The English king was dmogt as angry as the Indians. As his rents
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disappeared into the pockets of colonial governors and bureaucrats, his
share of American wealth dwindled to a trickle. But when these people
confiscated histaxes astheir own, it was atransgression the king couldn’t
overlook. The Crown issued the Proclamation of 1763 denying sale or
settlement of lands west of the Alleghenies, and ordered dl settlers out of
theterritory. It was adeadly blow to the schemes of American and Euro-
pean land speculators.

George Washington was aland speculator, ashareholder inthe Mis-
sssppi Company, aland company trying to obtain aroyd grant for mil-
lions of acres in the Ohio region. Because Washington, ong with most
other speculators, believed the king' s proclamation temporary, he secretly
sent asurveyor to the Ohio regionto lay claimto the best lands, cautioning
the surveyor to “...keep this whole matter a secret...if the scheme | am
now proposing to you were known, it might give the larm to others...”

But Washington made aserious mistake. Not only did he clam mas-
sve plots of land, he disregarded the Virginia law requiring grants to be
not more than three times aslong aswide, and his surveyor had neglected
to take the required oath to the Crown. This invalidated Washington's
clam to the land.

It' sa 0 suspected by some historiansthat after therevol ution, Wash-
ington had illegdly applied for—and been awarded—Crown “bounty”
land to which he had not been entitled. An action that angered many of his
former officers who believed the generd had taken the best bottom lands
at their expense.

The English Prime Minigter ordered the navy to enforce the Acts of
Tradeand Navigation. Enforcement, however, proved futilefor few Ameri-
can merchants were willing to give up ther profitable smuggling trade.
Cugtomsraised little revenue, forcing the Crownto try other means. stamp
taxes, sugar taxes and a host of other taxes-al of which Americans re-
sented;, al of which they refused to pay.

By 1775, the wedlth of the colonieswas till held by very few fami-
lies. In Boston, it was estimated the top four percent of the privileged
owned at least fifty percent of the city’ swedlth. In other citiesthe concen-
tration of weslth was estimated to be even greater.

In 1775, Washington and other Virginians were notified their land
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cdamswerenull and void. The next day, American militiamenin Lexington,
Massachustts fired upon British Troops: the American Revolution had
officidly begun.

Contrary to common belief today, the revolution wasn't an uprisng
of apeopleagaing acrud king or tyrant. Nor was taxation without repre-
sentation, for at thetime our illustrious leaders allowed brute-force to rear
its ugly head, the English Parliament was serioudy considering American
representation in Parliament. American leaders knew this.

The American Revolution was motivated by greed.

It was arevolt of merchants, paliticians, and landholderswho didn’t
want to share the codts of protecting the colonies from the Spanish, the
French, and the American Indians. It was arevolt of busnessmen against
taxation that reduced profit, and land speculators againgt legidation re-
moving opportunities for profit.

It was arevolt most American colonists—privileged and common—
believed unnecessary, and many refused to fight.

The American Establishment’s propaganda machine, however,
cranked out pamphlets and newspaper articles of half-truthsand lies, suc-
cessfully gtirring emotions and long-held resentments; a technique that's
been used ever since to control and manipulate the thoughts and behavior
of American commoners,

Shrewd men were grateful for thewar. They knew war offersunlim-
ited opportunities for quick wedth. Speculators waited a the docks to
buy supplies needed by American troops, then withheld them from gov-
ernment purchasing agentsuntil the priceswere ashigh as could beforced.

During the war, many American merchants continued to do business
with the English. While American soldiers froze to deeth a Vdley Forge
and Morristown, American profiteers sold food, clothing, and shoes at
prices only the British could afford.

Such is the womb of greed and corruption within which the United
States of Americawas born.

Aftermath

Atwar’ send, the coloniesjoined together under the Articles of Con-
federation, the nation’ s first condtitution.

The Confederate Congress, however, was no more than aloose af-

filiation of colonies, smilar to today’ s United Nations. It hed little jurisdic-
tion over colonid governments or territories, consequently it could ac-
complish little of what needed to be done.

Colonigts quickly adopted the dishonest ways of the English bureau-
cracy, which had so annoyed them earlier. American businessmen and
politicians eagerly indulged in bribery, graft, extortion, speculation, and
profiteering. Many new fortunes were made.

In 1768, western lands were once again opened to settlement. The
Virginialegidaure vaidated origind land surveys giving George Washing-
ton and other privileged speculators millions of acres of western lands.

The war had left both poor and rich Americans with money prob-
lems. The problem of the poor was the problem faced by the poor every-
where: too little money. Jails were filled with commoners unable to repay
wesdlthy moneylenders.

The money problems of the rich were varied.

Many privileged citizensfound their wedlth tied up in worthless gov-
ernment 10Us, for Congress couldn’t pay itswar debts. the Treasury was
empty.

Many had speculated in paper money bought for lessthan face value
from poor, common, war veterans in desperate need of immediate cash.
The paper wasworthless, because agovernment authority ableto pay the
public debt didn’t exigt.

Many had speculated in land warrants, aso bought at bargain prices
from needy war veterans. The warrants were worthless, because few
people would buy and settle western lands without protection from the
Indians. But a government authority commanding troops on behaf of al
Sates possessing western lands didn’t exis.

Inaddition, European goodsflooded the American marketplace hurt-
ing American manufacturers, who wanted high tariffsto makeimportsmore
expendve. But agovernment authority with the power to imposetariffson
behdf of dl thirteen colonies didn’t exist.

Increasing the problems of America srich afew colonid legidatures
sympethetic to the plight of commoners enacted lawsto help them. Some
laws reduced the harsh trestment of debtors, others allowed debtors to
delay payment to creditors. A few colonid legidatures committed the sin
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of sinsby issuing paper money. Few private creditors, however, accepted
the paper as repayment for loans, they wanted only hard gold or silver.

Some Americans bdieved a formd aliance between the colonies
was essentid to economic sability. They believed only a strong centra
government could prevent the Union’ sdestruction. Others, fearing the abuse
of an authoritative central government, advocated the continuance of co-
lonia sovereignty. Why, they argued, creste a Situation Smilar to the one
from which they had recently revolted?

These strong opposing opinions are the reasons the Articles of Con-
federation possessed only paper powers. Under the Articles, Congress
couldn’t passlaws and couldn’t rai se revenues without the unanimous ap-
provd of al thirteen colonid legidatures, something which rardly happened.
It swhy the Congress of the United States under the Articles was power-
less to do what needed to be done.

Thedtuationin 1787 wasexplosve. The American privileged feared
commoners would react violently, and they had much to fear. For Ameri-
can commoners had often revolted against oppressive conditionsin colo-
nia America

In 1676 there had been Bacon’'s Rebdllion in Virginia. Sporadicaly
throughout the 1700s, tenant farmers had revolted againgt their abusive
trestment. In 1776 there had been the Regulator Movement in South Caro-
lina, and in 1786, only monthsprior to the Condtitutiona Convention, there
had been Shays Rebellion in the colony of Massachusetts.

On December 5, 1786, nearly one thousand angry men, determined
to stop the courts from passing judgment againgt debtors and foreclosing
upon farm mortgages, had taken possesson of the courthouse in asmal
western Massachusettstown. The men, led by farmer Daniel Shays, were
mogily farmers, many having served gdlantly in the war. The scarcity of
gold and slver made it difficult for them to meet financia obligations and
carefor families. Physica protest wasther way to releasefrudtrationsand
clam the attention of politiciansin the capitd ignoring their pleasfor relief.

But the response wasn't what Shays and his men expected. The
holdersof political power in Massachusettswere a so the holders of finan-
cia power. The makers of law were adso the mortgage holders and mon-
eylenders. These privileged citizens demanded al legd contracts be ful-
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filled, no matter how severe the hardships for commoners.

Their privatdy financed army quickly defeated the farmers,

The physicd threat to their income, their property, and their authority
panicked men of wedth. It was Shays Rebdllion that catalyzed many ad-
vocates of colonia sovereignty to reconsider the merits of astronger cen-
tral government. It was Shays Rebdlion that convinced many privileged
men-who had refused to attend asimilar meeting at Anngpolisin 1785-to
send delegates to the meeting at Philadelphia

The uprising in western Massachusetts was the straw that broke the
came’ sback, convincing many rich Americansit wastime to take control
of the common masses and stop the talk of democracy. Something had to
be done. But what?

Many Americans naively beieve the only reason for the Condtitu-
tional Convention in Philadelphia was to replace the weak confederacy
with astrong centrd government. They believethe secrecy of the meetings
was merely to prevent those opposed to central government from discov-
ering what was going on until it wastoo late. In part thisistrue; clearing the
obstacles to national commerce was a prime reason for the meeting.

The extreme sengitivity of the issue of democracy, however, isdso a
reason the mesetings were held behind closed doors; a reason delegates
were forbidden to reved any of the controversid proceedings until after
fina adjournment; a reason the officid records of the convention were
kept from the public for forty-nineyears afterward; areason therepublic’'s
first condtitution was discarded, and the sole reason some of the new
condtitution’ slanguage and meaning are vague, athough created and writ-
ten by acknowledged masters of the English language.

There s little doubt a mgjor objective of that 1787 meeting was to
create avehicle that would give the country’ s privileged class some mea-
sure of control over the masses, pacify commoner discontent, and squelch
thelr demandsfor democracy without actudly giving them democratic gov-
ernment.

There sequdly aslittle doubt the Condtitution of the United Statesis
that vehicle,

Congtitutional Convention
In May of 1787, agroup of determined men met at the State House
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in the city of Philadelphia. These men, the delegates to the Condtitutiona
Convention, were exceptiond men. They were lawyers, judges, politi-
cians, planters, and men of business. All had helped to conduct the revolu-
tion againgt England. Some had served in the Continental Congress. Oth-
erswere high, sate officids.

Thedelegates, together with the men whom they represented, owned
most of the land and controlled the principa means of production and
trade. They were the moneylenders and the makers of law in the thirteen
colonies. They werethe American privileged: the American Establishment.

There were no commoners a the mesting; few even knew it was
being held.

The delegates had assembled in an attempt to solve the divisive prob-
lems of the young republic. They had many questions with few answers.
How to establish agovernment favorableto men of property, whosewesdlth
was dependent upon entirely different, and sometimes conflicting, sources?
How to diminate fears of the men who ruled smal colonies, and assure
them their needs wouldn’t be ignored by rulers of large colonies? How to
dabilize the young nation’s economy?

Some of these men believed astrong central government essentid to
the safety of the colonies. They believed thirteen separate and sovereign
kingdoms would produce economic friction that could eventudly end only
in military conflict. They believed if each colony remained sovereign, each
would be freeto form commercia dlianceswith foreign nationsonitsown
behdf. This they knew would be catastrophic, for if there was one bit of
wisdom common to everyone a the meeting, it was that commercia con-
flict was the surest path to war.

Then there was the issue of western lands. Not al colonies could
boast aclamto legd title, and the legdlity of some was questionable. Fur-
thermore, who was to decide how these vast lands were to be used; for
farming, growing cotton, mining, timbering, or manufacturing? If the deci-
sons were |eft to thirteen sovereign legidatures with different commercid
interests, wasn't conflict guaranteed?

All of thesewere primarily the problemsof “capita investment,” prob-
lems influencing the ways a privileged person invested surplus money.
Common workers, struggling to survive from day to day, hed little interest
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in issues of investment, for few of them had surplus money to inves.

The privileged of the United States had one other mgjor problem to
resolve that did involve the common people: how to address the demands
of commoners for economic and politica equdity. General Knox articu-
lated it well in aletter to George Washington:

...The people who are the insurgents have never
paid any, or but little taxes- But they see the weakness
of government; They feel at once their own poverty,
compared with the opulent, and their own force, and
they are determined to make use of the latter, in order
to remedy the former. Their creed is ‘that the property
of the United States has been protected from the con-
fiscations of Britain by the joint exertions of all, and
therefore ought to be the common property of all...

Commoners had endured great hardshipsin thefight to freethe colo-
nies from England and expected to enjoy the fruits of their effort. They
expected to share the good things of North America. They expected privi-
leged Americansto establish apopular government. They expected avoice
in the new scheme of things.

Their expectations, however, were unreasonable, for the very bass
of lifein the New World of North America, like the Old World of Europe
was basad upon the sanctity of property. Why should privileged Ameri-
cans voluntarily share their property with the common masses?

A true democracy responds to the mgority of a society, not the mi-
nority. But in the United States of 1787, asin al other countries of planet
Earth, the privileged dass was the minority. Why should they establish the
republic as a politicad democracy when the very concept of democracy
was athresat to their wedlth, their income, and their existence?

Establishing a popular democracy would have been economic
suicide for privileged Americans of 1787.

They knew any proposed centra government couldn’t succeed without
the gpprova and participation of commoners. But being practica men,
they had little intention of sharing their political power with the poor and
the uneducated. They understood their continued control of the New
World's resources depended upon little, or no, palitica participation by
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commoners. Their knowledge of history and persona experiences con-
firmed that the masses were violent creatures of “sdlf-interest.”

The plain truth is the American privileged feared democracy, were
contemptuous of American commoners, and believed astable society could
exist only when the common masses were under control. We know thisto
be true by their very own words.

...The evils we experience flow from the excess of
democracy...
ELBRIDGE GERRY
Delegate of Pennsylvania

...Children do not vote. Why? Because they want
prudence, because they have no will of their own. The
ignorant and the dependent can be aslittletrusted with
the public interest...

GOUVERNOR MORRIS
Delegate of Pennsylvania

...The people cannot know and judge the charac-
ter of candidates. The worst possible choice will be
made...

JOHN MERCER
Delegate of Maryland

...The people immediately should have as little to
do as may be about the gover nment. They want infor -
mation and are constantly liable to be misled...

ROGER SHERMAN
Delegate of Maryland

...The people ever have been and ever will be unfit
to retain the exercise of power in their own hands;
they must of necessity delegateit somewhere...But fur-
ther, as prejudices always prevail, more or less, in all
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popular governments, it is necessary that a check be
placed somewhere in the hands of a power not imme-
diately dependent upon the breath of the people, in
order to stem the torrent, and prevent the mischief
which blind passions and rancorous prejudices might
otherwise occasion...

WILLIAM LIVINGSTON

Delegate of New Jersey

...\Wherever the real power in a government lies,
thereisthe danger of oppression. In our Governments
the real power liesin the majority of the Community
[the common people], and the invasion of private
rightsis chiefly to be apprehended, not from the acts
of Government contrary to the acts of its constitu-
ents, but fromthe actsin which the Government isthe
mere instrument of the major number of the constitu-
ents...

JAMESMADISON
Ddegate of Virginia

...All communities divide themselves into the few
and the many. Thefirst aretherich and well born, the
other the mass of the people. The voice of the people
has been said to be the voice of God; and however
generally this maxim has been quoted and believed, it
isnot truein fact. The peopleareturbulent and chang-
ing; they seldomjudge or determineright. Give there-
foretothefirst classadistinct, permanent sharein the
government. They will check the unsteadiness of the
second, and as they cannot receive any advantage by
change, they therefore will ever maintain good gov-
ernment. Can a democratic assembly who annually
revolve in the mass of people, be supposed steadily to
pursuethe public good? Nothing but a per manent body
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can check the imprudence of democracy...
ALEXANDER HAMILTON
Delegate of New Y ork

If you had been one of these ddlegates and thoroughly believed inthe
inferiority, the childishness, and the danger of commonerswieding politica
power; if you had recognized democracy’ sthreet to your wealth and your
way of life, would you ddiberately have helped to creste ademocracy; a
system that would remove your palitical power and give it to the common
people?

Not likely!

But because change and concession were expected, and because
the privileged of Americadidn’t have military might of their ownwith which
to enforce their position, the privileged delegates to the Congtitutional
Convention of 1787 stooped to deception.

They discarded the Articles of Confederation, because mererevison
couldn’t make our firgt congtitution appear to foster democracy. Its lan-
guage and style were wrong.

Using their superior educetion, their greater knowledge of human
nature, and their superb command of the English language the delegates
created a new condtitution. This document offered the illuson of demo-
cratic government; itswordsimplied democracy, but it delivered only anti-
democracy.

Thisdoesn't mean the founders of our congtitution were evil men, for
they were certainly no more evil than any who pursue their own sdfish
interests above the interests of the whole community, and certainly not as
evil asthemen of today’ selite familieswho deliberately destroy the repub-
lic for persond gain.

When they spoke of “equdlity for dl,” they were spesking of the
equdity of privileged American Englishmen with their privileged English
brothers across the ocean. They obvioudy didn't believe the “ignorant
masses’ of small farmers and indentured servants were their equals.

And when they spoke of “liberty” and “freedom” for al, they meant
it. But the freedom and liberty about which they spoke wasthe freedom of
privileged men to seek monetary gain, and theliberty to utilize their wedth
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to acquire more wedlth.

What it means is the men of the Condtitutionad Convention inher-
ited—and were as burdened with—the attitudes and prejudices of privi-
lege as any generations of privileged people.

The one atitude—the one prg udice—meaningful to American com-
monersof al following generations, but especidly reevant to young Ameri-
cans entering the 21t century, is that the lives of commoners aren't as
important asthe lives of privileged people.

Stacked Deck

At the sart, James Madison clearly defined one of the objectives of
the convention:

...To preserve the public good and private rights
against the danger of such a faction and at the same
time preserve the spirit and form of popular govern-
ment isthen the great objective of which our inquiries
aredirected...

Here in Madison’s own words is admission of the great deception
practiced during those four summer months.

Because the American privileged of 1787 had little concern for the
welfare of commoners, the“public good” to which hereferred could mean
only the public good of the privileged, not commoners. The term “private
rights’ could gpply only to the private rights of the privileged, for in 1787
few commoners enjoyed private rights.

And what “faction” were the public good and private rights to be
protected againgt? Why, againgt afaction of economicaly abused and an-
gry commoners such as Shays and his men, of course.

But “preserving the spirit and form of popular government” is the
phrase that gives away the entire deception.

Popular government isgovernment of dl the people: it’ sparticipatory
democracy. Madison certainly didn’t mean to preserve the spirit and form
of an exiging popular government, for none existed in 1787. Not any-
where on planet Earth. And since something that doesn't exist can't be
preserved, Madison must have meant something else.

Being extraordinarily competent with words, what Madison sad is
exactly what he meant. It was a purpose of the secret mesting to create a
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gyle of government containing the spirit and form of popular government,
but not its essence.

Never did Madison or any of the delegates actually consider creating
a working, democratic government. What they set out to design was a
government appearing to be democratic, but wasn't. What they set out to
design was a political structure gppearing to give power to the common
people, but didn’t.

Two hundred years ago only the privileged had rights. Only men of
property served in American government, and most coloniesrestricted the
“voting privilege’ to privileged people only: white males owning redl prop-
erty or persond wedth. Of necessity, political suffrageincduded poor farmers
owning smdl bits of land, but no other commoners could vote. The poor,
the blacks, and the femaes of the United States were paliticaly disenfran-
chised.

Ratification of the Condtitution of the United States changed nothing.
The discrimination and represson written into colonid condtitutions and
practiced throughout the thirteen states remained.

Thisisthe genius of our federd congtitution. It makes no mention of
discrimination or prejudice, and so gppearsto lack them. Itswordsimply
that all people are equa under itsjurisdiction, but it’s intent was to ensure
certain people remained unequdl.

Taken in context of redity, aredity in which individud conditutions
advocated discrimination and privileged citizens of each practiced discrimi-
nation, the Congtitution of the United Statesisalie, reveded by the unwill-
ingness of its creatorsto address the prejudices and discriminations of regl
life

But after dl, it was their prgjudices and discriminations.

Most American commoners today believe the Condtitution is the
republic’s prime advocate of human rights. It's not so. The Condtitution
outlines how the men of central government are to be selected, the nature
of their duties, and the division of powers between the three segments of
the federal government and between the federd and state governments.

It's the Bill of Rights, the firgt ten amendments to the Condtitution,
which addressesitsdlf to the protection of American commonersfrom abuse
by the privileged men of government.

Chapter One

But as origindly written and passed into law, our conditution didn’t
possessabill of rights. Damning evidence of the delegates' trueintentions.

When Thomeas Jefferson, who was in Paris @ the time, learned from
James Madi son that the del egates had refused to add abill of rightsto their
condtitution, he quickly replied:

...Abill of rightsis what the people are entitled to
against every government on earth, general or par-
ticular, and what no just government should refuse or
rest on inference...

Most of us are taught our two tiered Congressisaresult of compro-
mise: the Senate satisfies the needs of the smaler states for equa repre-
sentation, and the House of Representatives satisfies the demands of the
larger for representation by population.

In addition, some of us are taught our two-tier Congressisfashioned
after the English Parliament, because the del egates admired and were com-
fortable with it.

It sal pure camouflage.

Cresting two legidative bodies, gave political advantageto privileged
senators and their peers, for dthough afew states alowed commonersto
participate in selecting senators, most required senators be chosen by the
men of Sate legidatures men of privilege.

Also according to the condtitution, asit wasrdified, the peopleweren't
alowed to advise senators how to vote on issues, privileged men of sate
legidatures retained that privilege. This topic of condtituent advice was
thoroughly discussed by the creators of the document, then deliberatdly,
and overwhemingly, rejected.

Elections for the Senate were staggered, one third of the seats every
two years. Children of commoners are taught in public school that this
Strategy assures continuous leadership. It’s the noble reason.

The true reason is the delegates knew commoners might turn out in
numbers to vote on highly emotiona issues and win Senate seats in states
they controlled. They also knew passionate causes have short lives, that to
win mgority control of the Senate commoners must sustain an effort of
four, and possibly six years: aprolonged effort they believed the common
masses unable to sustain. Staggered dections make it more difficult for
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commoners to win control of the Senate.

The new condtitution gave the House of Representatives power to
creste tax legidation. But to temper taxation of their wedth privileged men
of the Senate held amendment powers over House bills.

To ensure control of centra government, the delegeates created the
Electord College. Delegates to the college had the “privilege’ of decting
the President and the Vice President of the United States. In most Sates,
the privileged men of date legidatures, not the common citizenry, chose
college delegates.

The two-part Congress was the device created by the privileged to
keep contral of government away from commoners.

When Alexander Hamilton observed that “...Nothing but a perma-
nent body [of privileged men] can check the imprudence of democracy...”
he meant a body such as the United States Senate. And he wasright. To
this day, wedthy American Senators are till unresponsive to the needs of
common working Americans.

The Senate was the response to delegate Livingston’swish “...that a
check be placed somewhere in the hands of a power not immediately
dependent upon the breath of the people...”

Perhaps, Alexander Hamilton's statement in The Federdist Papers
best explains the true function of the Senate:

...If the majority, (common people) in order that
something may be done, must conform to the views of
the minority, (privileged people) the smaller number
will overrule the greater ...

And to guarantee that the masses of commoners never unite to form
the greater-force, here is James Madison’s advice to hisfellow privileged
conspiratorsat the Congtitutional Convention morethan two hundred years
ago:

“ The lesson we areto draw fromthe wholeisthat
where a majority [the common people] are united by
a common sentiment, and have an opportunity, the
rights of the minor party [the privileged] become in-
secure. In a Republican government the Majority if
united have always the opportunity. The only remedy

isto enlarge the sphere, thereby divide the community
into so great a number of interests and parties, that in
thefirst place a majority will not belikely at the same
moment to have a common inter est separate fromthat
of thewholeor of the minority; and in the second place,
that in the case they should have such aninterest, they
may not be able to unite in the pursuit of it”

Divide the massesinto so many groups with different politica agen-
das, he suggested, and they will never be able to muster the greater politi-
cd force. Ian't that precisely theway it is today?

By default, commoners were aso excluded from the judicia branch
of government because judges were to be gppointed not elected, and only
men with lega experience were chosen to serve on the bench. In 1787,
most lawyers were of privileged families.

In 1787, the Articles of Confederation wasthe country’ s congtitution
and thelaw of theland. It required Sate legidaturesto amend or changeit.
But the delegates demanded ratification of the proposed congtitution be
made by specid state conventions and, despite such illegdity, the new
condtitution was ratified by specia conventions.

It may havebeenillegd, but it washrilliant srategy. Bypassng officid
date legidatures diminated the awkwardness—and uncertain results—of
date politicians having to decide whether or not to relinquish some of their
powers to a central authority. It also bypassed dtate legidatures sympa-
thetic to the plight of commoners, and diminated the possbility of alegis-
lator amending or changing hisorigina vote a afuture meeting of alegida
ture; impossible with a specia convention, for once adjourned it ceasesto
exig.

By requiring ratification of nine rather than dl thirteen sates, the dd-
egates made it possible to secure ratification without approva of state
legidatures controlled or influenced by common Americans.

It's amazing how easly Americans today overlook the truth that
“Americans’ of those times were redlly Englishmen, or the truth that most
of them feared, or didn’t gpprove of, the new Condtitution. Of an esti-
mated three million Americansin 1787 perhaps no more than 100,000, a
amadl fraction, retified the document.
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Certainly it's not amandate of the people.

Other than in the few dtates they controlled, commoners weren't in-
vited to attend ratifying conventions. Mogt, however, didn't believe the
proposed constitution would creste agovernment that would protect them
from privileged abuse, but that it would merdy further ambitions of the
wesdlthy to protect their property.

Others, fearing a powerful centra government to be incompatible
with freedom, denounced the new congtitution as a betrayd of the revolu-
tion. Which it was, for common working Americans.

In essence, by discarding the exigting condtitution and decetfully cre-
ating onethat blocked commonersfrom sharing the power of government,
wedlthy citizens of the thirteen colonies committed their own mini-revolu-
tion. Its purpose: to keep the riches of the North American continent for
themselves.

A few ddegates to Pennsylvania sratification convention tried to fili-
buster the meeting by staying away, but were dragged out of their homes
and into the meeting. One of them wrote:

...During the discussion we met with many insults,
and some personal abuse; we were not even treated
with decency, during the sitting of the convention ...Tis
true the majority permitted us to debate on each ar-
ticle, but restrained us from proposing
amendments...They also determined not to permit us
to enter on the minutes our reasons of dissent against
any of the articles, nor even on the final question our
reasons of dissent against the whole.

Not avery democratic beginning for agroup of meninitiating ademo-
cratic form of government, wasiit?

Winning Hand

The new Conditution was ratified and the first Congtitutional Con-
gress, which included many ex-delegates, met in March of 1789.

From the start, powers of the new federa government were used to
enrich speculators and promoters. The greed of the men who had pushed
for the new congtitution, and then served in the First Condtitutional Con-
gress, wasreflected in laws benefiting the rich, but not the poor. Common-

Chapter One

ers, the patriots who had suffered great hardships and made heroic sacri-
fices during the revolution, received little.

Thefirg tariff bill was passed in April. Those engaged in manufacture
profited handsomely.

The establishment of a federd army encouraged the settlement of
western land. Those owning land warrants and stock in land companies
profited handsomely. Those holding public securities dso profited hand-
somdly, for Hamilton's “ Funding Plan” was a boon to rich speculators.

Alexander Hamilton was no friend to common Americans. Hewas a
typical aristocrat, scorning the poor and the untutored, righteoudy advo-
cating monarchy as the best and most effective form of government, be-
lieving government should serve only the citizens who owned the country.

At the convention he had repeetedly reminded the delegates thet the
privileged of Americawouldn't support the new federal government, if it
didn’t support their profit-making interests.

The Articles of Confederation had required war debts be appor-
tioned to the states according to property vaues. Hamilton’ s Funding Plan
removed the obligation from the states, or to be more exact, from the men
of wealth who owned or controlled the natural resources of each State.

Themoney to repay congressional war debts was raised not by tax-
ing persond wedlth, not by taxing rea property, and not by taxing income.
In no way whatever wasthe burden of the colossal debt alowed to reduce
the wedlth or income of the rich. The money was raised by taxing the
“consumer.” And as there were so many more common than privileged
consumers, thewar debt was paid primarily by thoseleast ableto affordit:
the common people.

The second stage of Hamilton's plan, cdled the “ Assumption,” a-
lowed commoners to aso assume the war debts of the individual states.

The new conditution further favored the privileged by making it ille-
ga for sate legidatures to issue paper money, or to interfere in private
contractua agreements. And it created a permanent armed militia with
which privileged Americans could suppress“insurrection,” theinsurrection
of American commoners, of course.

What about the delegates themsdalves? How did they benefit asindi-
viduas? Higtory books make little mention of their persona motives for
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wanting a srong centrd government and, because many of the officid
public records have disappeared, an accurate accounting is impossible.
But some scholars of American history have estimated as many as 40 of
the 55 ddegates had much to gain by ratification of the Congtitution; or
much to losg, if rdification failed.

Robert Morris, delegate of Pennsylvania, Sgner of the Declaration of
Independence, renowned for his efforts to finance the revolution, was the
most notorious profiteer in the republic. Morris, who controlled
Philadephia s Bank of North America, speculated in securities, and re-
portedly owned millions of acresin western land.

George Washington, ddegate of Virginia, acknowledged moneylender,
friend and confidant of Robert Morrishad largeholdingsin U.S. securities,
and reportedly owned more than 50 thousand acres of western land.

Even the honorable Benjamin Franklin, del egete of Pennsylvaniaheld
asmdl part of the public debt and owned western land.

We can see only the tip of the iceberg, but it infers these weren't
impartid delegates. Each had much to gain if ratification passed, and much
toloseif it failed.

WHAT THISMEAN

It means the Congtitution of the United States—the rock upon which
we commoners believe sits our American freedoms—isn't the holy docu-
ment most of us believeit is, for the delegates to the Condtitutiond Con-
vention masterminded the greatest deception ever perpetrated in human
higory. Using their command of language, they crested a document of
implications and illusions that seemed to change the existing socia order,
but didn’t.

With an arrogance born of superior knowledge, and a superior com-
mand of words, they fooled the American colonigtsinto believing their new
Condtitution offered true equaity and freedom. By getting commoners to
believe they participated in democratic government, privileged Americans
successfully squelched demands for democracy while entrenching them-
sdves more firmly into postions of politica and economic power.

It means the federd republic has never been a union of individuas
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seeking liberty and security, but of state Establishments seeking to sup-
press the basic needs of their common citizens.

It means unending poverty, massignorance, and artificialy contrived
wars—all of which benefit wedthy Americans—are possible because the
American politica system deliberately excludes the common masses from
its decision-making processes.

It means the paradox of the “democratic” United States of America
isthat it is the democracy that never was.

That’s what Chapter | means.
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