POLITICAL REVOLUTION NEEDED TO LIBERATE
AMERICA

The First Liberal:

“You have heard it was said, ‘An eye for an eye and atooth for a
tooth’,

But | say to you, do not resist an evildoer.

But if anyone strikes you on the right cheek, turn the other also.
You have heard that it was said, ‘you shall love your neighbor and
hate your enemy.

But | say to you, love your enemies and pray for those who
persecute you

Jesus Christ, Matthew 5:38-43

The U.S.Democratic Party has been turning the other cheek for decades, and
losing the fight for human liberties; by trying to follow a path of moderation
and bi-partisan cooperation with an increasingly totalitarian movement that is
out to crush them, and the American system of Liberal Democracy. If thereis
any lesson that should have been learned from WWII, it is that there can be no
appeasement of such movements.

“We...have never asserted ourselves representatives of the democratic
point of view, but have openly declared that we take recourse to
democratic means to win power and after our seizure of power, we shall
decline without any hesitation, to afford to our opponents all those
means which were put at our disposal in times of opposition”

Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf

Nothing has changed in the strategy of Fascism. Asaresult of gaining
complete control of all branches of government; the Bush regime has
demonstrated how any follow-on NFC Republican regime will behave.
They intend to enjoy the same complete immunity, and unchallenged
dictatorial power to do whatever they like, from waging illegal wars, to
presiding over organized systems of torture, to violating the Constitution and
the Civil and Human Rights of the American people, and looting the U.S.
treasury at the expense of the American commonwealth.
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“The State is nothing more than a creation of man the social
animal, and must always be subject to his will”
Niccolo Machiavelli

The questions for all Americansto ask are:
1.) Isthe Democratic Party capable of recognizing the seriousness of the
threat?
2.) Will the NFCWar Criminals ever be held accountable?
3.) Will the Corruption of the Congress be stopped?
4.) Can the Democratic Party lead the nation back to the governing path
laid out by the founders?

“Experience hath shewn, that even under the best forms [of
government] those entrusted with power have, in time, and by
slow operations, perverted it into tyranny”

Thomas Jefferson

The answers are in serious doubt, as they have, until now offered only weak
kneed opposition to the unmitigated criminality of the Bush regime. They have
for instance, continued to argue that they would do a better job than Bush in
running the ruinous Iragi occupation; when they should be demanding that the
U.S./British/Italian occupation be ended; and that the /ragization task be
turned over to regional Muslim forces, under the political leadership of the UN.

To be asfair as possible, the Democratic Party politicians are not entirely at
fault for this situation. The American people, until now, under the spell of the
NFC Right-Wing spin machine, and the Christians who have fallen victim to
theirrational hypnotism of their CNF Crusading |eaders, have not understood
the gravity of the problem, and have not demanded that the Democratic Party
politicians either defend the principles and ideals of American Liberal
Democracy, or step aside.

In short they must: L ead-Follow-Or Get the Hell out of the Way!
The people must get involved now, if Americaisto be Liberated.
David VanOs, who is running for the post of Texas Attorney Generd, is a self-

described Populist Democrat who has identified the basic problem with the
Democratic Party strategy that has resulted in so many defeats at the polls:
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“It is time to discard the "avoid polarization at all costs" strategy,
the "take no risks" strategy, the "appeal to everybody" strategy,
and the "chase the middle" strategy. It is time to remember what
Jim Hightower told us 20 years ago, that "there's nothin' in the
middle of the road but yellow stripes and dead armadillos.” It is
time to cease the followership strategies of scripting campaigns
on the basis of what people thought yesterday in polls, and assert
the leadership strategies of campaigning for what we know to be
right based on our deepest convictions of what we want for
tomorrow. It is time to stop worrying about whom we might offend
if we speak truth to power, and start worrying about what value are
our lives if we don't speak truth to power. It is time to cherish
partisan Democrats and reject nonpartisan Nothingcrats. It is time
to forget "right-left" analysis and install "right-wrong" analysis.

It is time to replace the "liberal-conservative" spectrum with the
"liberty-tyranny" spectrum. It is time to stop worrying about how
to get money from big donors and start worrying about how to get
more money into working people's paychecks. It is time to fight for
better lives for voters instead of peddle promises to voters. Itis
time to treat public office as a duty, not a promotion. We must fight
for the people, not in order to win their votes, but in order to win
them justice”

David VanOs

VanOsisthe type of candidate we must find all over America, and the
American people must quickly find a new way to organize themselves, such
that the Democratic Party will have no choice but to represent the philosophy
and principles of American Liberal Democracy, which is the superior political
governing system of modern civilization. Those Conservative-Democrats, such
as Rep. Zell Miller, of Georgia, and Joseph Lieberman of Connecticut, and
othersin the DLC, who follow the same ideology of the NFC Republicans,
are in the wrong party, and should join the other traitors that have | eft the
Democratic Party. History has taught usthat it is a dangerous situation for one
party to have a mixed spectrum of ideology; while the other party is marching
under the totalistic banner of the ideology of Fascism.

What is urgently needed, and this book proposes; isa Second American

Revolution to restore the core social and political culture of the American
nation.
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“America, will cease to resemble the country outlined in the
Constitution of 1787 unless there is a "revolutionary rehabilitation
of American Democracy”

Chalmers Johnson, Historian

Thoreau held that Governments, in practice, are aways hostile to reformers.

On Reformers:

“Why does it always crucify Christ, and excommunicate
Copernicus, and Luther, and pronounce Washington and Franklin
rebels?”

Henry David Thoreau

Thereforms of the next revolution must harness the kind of genuine populist
political action that resulted in the Abolition of Slavery, Suffrage for Women,
the breaking of the stranglehold of the Robber Baron Trusts, the Depression
Age New Deal, the Black Civil Rights struggle, the Vietnam Anti-War
Movement, and the vision of the Great Society.

“Never give in...never, never, never, never! Never yield in any way,
great or small, except to convictions of honor and good sense.
Never yield to force and the apparently overwhelming might of the
enemy...”

Winston Churchill, Prime Minister of England, 1941

The enemies of Liberal Democracy have never gone away; they have again
returned from the dark and slimy sewers of tyranny and oppression from which
they come. Thistime; just like the Fascists of 1930s Germany, they are riding
on the backs of angry white middle class men, who have been convinced that
their poor, black, female, and immigrant fellow Americans, and their liberal
defenders are the cause of all of their economic and social misery. They are
dead wrong!

Page 4 of 77




On Democracy:

“The greatest massacre of all times has a name; Democracy. This word
hides the voracity of Jewish Capitalism which, through the butchery of
men and the ruin of Christian civilization, wants to carry out the
scientific exploitation of the world”

Benito Mussolini, October 14, 1944

The NFC Republicans aretheir eternal enemiesand they must be
persuaded of thisreality.

The first Revolution was against the geographically distant English King
George, and his Royal Aristocratic |mperial-Conservative Parliament that was
tyrannizing and oppressing the people of the English coloniesin America. In
order to gain independence from this Imperia -Conservative and Dictatoria
government it was necessary to revolt and to wage a violent war of
Independence.

Today we are led by an ideologically distant Imperial George, who leads ano
less tyrannical and oppressive Nationalist Neo-Fascist-Conservative
dictatorial political Party that is abusing and oppressing the people of the U.S.
and the world. In order to gain our Independence from this movement it is
necessary to ignite apolitical revolution, which, thanks to the founders, can
still be accomplished with the ballot box instead of the cartridge box.

The NFC ideology isforeign, corrupt, Un-American, and a menaceto our
society and the world.

The Democratic Party must support this People's Political Revolution, or
a new party will haveto takeits place.

The dternativeisto livein anation, and world, dominated and oppressed by a
single party NFC Dictatorship, armed with the most powerful arsenal in world
history, with no moral or ethical constraints.

Democracy and a Republic-Not Mutually Exclusive
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Plato’s View on Democracy:

“Its probably the most gorgeous political system there is, its
beauty comes from the fact that it is adorned with every aspect of
human trait, as a cloak might be adorned with every species of
flower”

Republic by Plato

At the conclusion of the Continental Congress, alady asked Benjamin
Franklin:

“Well doctor, do we have a Republic or a Monarchy?”
Franklin is reported to have replied; “A Republic—If we can keep
it”

The NFC Republicans are fond of asserting that the founders established the
United States as a Republic. By this they mean an Aristocratic Oligarchy,
ruled by an Elect ruling class, with aslittle involvement of the people as
possible. Thisis absolutely dishonest. They know very well that the
intellectually learned and astute founders were intimately familiar with al of
benefits and the faults of the various forms of government that had existed
throughout history. They wisely chose the Executive form of a
Constitutional Republic, but one in which the people are sovereign, not a
King, an Emperor, a Dictator, or an Aristocratic Ruling Class Oligarchy.

They chose a Representative Democracy in which the Executive is
restrained by the representatives of the people.

By choosing to give the people the power of frequently selecting their
Representativesin Congress, and their President, they created a government
which embraced the Liberal principles of the Enlightenment. Initially, the
Constitution provided only that members of the House of Representatives and
the head of the Executive branch would be elected at regular intervals by the
people. The election of the Senate by popular vote was added later. The terms
are not mutually exclusive, but the NFC Republicans would have us believe
they are.
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“Sparta, Athens, Rome, and Carthage were all Republics; two of
them, Athens and Carthage, of the Commercial kind. Yet were they
as often engaged in wars, offensive and defensive, as the
neighboring monarchies of the same times. Sparta was little better
than a well regulated camp; and Rome was never sated of carnage
and conquest”

Alexander Hamilton, The Federalist Papers, No. 6

NFC politicians prefer the Sham type of Roman Republic of Caesar Augustus,
and his despotic descendants, where all power is shared between aruling class
of Patricians or Aristocrats, and a strong Dictatorial Leader. The principal
Government buildings in Washington DC were built in the early 20™ Century,
when the Paleo-Fascist Conservatives were in power. They are al classic
Greco-Roman architectural design, which would be fine if they were intended
to pay tribute to the architectural influences of the western world, but far too
many conservative politicians want to have the U.S. become the Roman
Empire of the modern world.

“Roman history correctly conceived in extremely broad outlines is and
remains the best mentor, not only for today, but probably for all time”
Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf

Whether it was intentional or not it is bizarre that in the people’ s House, of all
places, behind the Speaker’s Chair, are two large “ Fasces” symbols, which
were not removed, even in the era of 20" Century Fascism. The Fasces were a
bundle of rods wrapped in leather thongs, with an Ax in the center. In ancient
Rome, the Fasces symbolized the Roman Republic, bound together by Roman
Law and enforced by the power of its Superpower Military (the Ax).
Magistrates had bearers called Lictorswho held the Fasces, whenever a Roman
magi strate was rendering Justice of the Pax Romana.

Ironically, the Fasces name and symbol was adopted by the first Fascist state of
Benito Mussolini. It seems a strange symbol to be positioned at the head of the
chamber where the people’ s Representatives make the laws for a Liberal
Democratic and Constitutional Republic, of, by, and for the people.
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What is the Heritage of American Liberal Democracy?

“Who fought to free the slaves? Liberals. Who succeeded in
abolishing the Poll Tax? Liberals. Who fought for women’s rights,
civil rights, free public education? Liberals. Who stood guard and
still stands guard against sweatshops, child labor, racism,
bigotry? Lovers of Freedom ands enemies of tyranny; Liberals”
Leonard Bernstein, October 30, 1988

It isimportant for every American who wishesto defend Liberty, Freedom, and
Democracy to develop aworking knowledge of afew fundamental facts about
political ideologies, their origins, and their principles, and practicesin the real
world. This section islargely drawn from the Encyclopaedia Britannica, with
some editorializing by the author. It is devoted to briefly explain the history of
American Liberal Democracy, which has an honorable heritage, evolved
from 2500 years of Western Civilization. Our American Liberal Democratic
system of government incorporates the principles of ancient Greek Philosophy,
the Scientific Movement, the Renaissance, the Enlightenment or Age of
Reason, and the political governing practices of our uniquely American
experiment.

“The presidents we admire and celebrate most... were all in the
context of their times vigorous and unashamed Liberals. They
were pioneers on a new frontier, seeking out the ways of the
future, meeting new problems with new remedies, carrying the
message of constructive change in a world that never stops
changing. From the start of the Republic, Liberalism has always
blazed the trail into the future----and conservatism has always
deployed all the weapons of caricature and calumny and
irrelevance to conceal the historic conservatism objective of
unchecked rule by those who already have far more than their
share of the nation’s treasure”

Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., October 21, 1988

Philosophy-The Search for Wisdom

Philosophy is an English word that is derived from the Greek word
“Philosophia”, which means the love of or pursuit of wisdom. According to
the Greek philosophers, wisdom included not only wide knowledge, but also
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sound judgement, or the pursuit of menta excellence. In the 5™ century B.C.,
moral and practical problems were explored by Socrates and the Sophists.

L ogic and the theory of knowledge date to thistime. In time, Philosophy
became the genesis of all future fields of human knowledge in the west.

The great Mathematician Pythagoras is said to have been the first to call
himself a philosopher (philosophos). During the second half of the 5" century,
in Athens, philosophical debate turned from natural science and cosmology
toward human affairs and practical problems of society. In the 1% century A.D.,
the great Roman philosopher Cicero said that Socrates had taken philosophy
down from heaven to earth, introduced it into the cities and houses, and made it
inquire into manners and morals.

By the end of the 5" Century B.C., Arithmetic, Geometry, Astronomy, and
Music had been recognized and classified as distinct fields of study, grouped
together in what became the ancient world's curriculum of Liberal Arts, later
taught at the Greek schools at Constantinople, Athens, and Alexandria.
Socrates, Aristotle, and Plato laid the foundations of many fields of knowledge
in the arts and sciences, later taught in the medieval universities. The seven
Liberal Artsincluded: “The Trivium” (Grammar, Rhetoric, and Logic) and the
Quadrivium (Geometry, Arithmetic, Music, and Astronomy)

By the 13th century, competition between theology and philosophy, between
faith and reason, had already become a burning issue. St. Thomas Aquinas
(1225-74) attempted to produce a comprehensive philosophical doctrine based
on the conviction that orthodoxy and reason, Aristotelian philosophy (or
science) on the one hand, and Scripture (or faith) on the other, are not in
disagreement.

By the 17" century, three major cultural upheavals had resulted in an
immediate effect on philosophy: the Renaissance, the Protestant
Reformation, and the Scientific Movement. The science movement was
led by such giants as Copernicus (1473-1543), Francis Bacon (1561-1626),
Galileo (1564-1642, Johannes Keppler (1571-1630), Thomas Hobbs (1588-
1679), and Descartes (1596-1650).

These pioneersin Science and Philosophy indirectly and sometimes
unintentionally, challenged the Old Order of the conservative Catholic Church
in theological assertions about the universe, but Martin Luther (1483-1546) and
John Calvin (1509-1564) challenged the Church directly, on the basis of its
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conduct, facilitating its loss of control over religious orthodoxy as well as
scientific dogma.

The Scientific Movement exercised a powerful and direct influence over
philosophical thought. Mathematician |saac Newton (1642-1727) proved the
law of universal gravitation that explained the workings of the materia
universe. It now became necessary for thinking men to ask what were the
implications of the new discoveries about nature and the cosmos, and to what
extent they could be reconciled with existing, primarily Bible based beliefs, in
all other matters. This separated Science and Religious superstition forever.

A new method of philosophy was introduced in the 18™ Century, by John
Locke (1632-1704) Locke shared many of the rationalistic outlooks of the
other 17" century philosophers, but Locke’s “Historical, Plain Method”
established a clear distinction between the philosopher and the scientist,
hitherto one in the same.

The great geniuses of the 17" century had confirmed a universe of calculable
regularity, and by rigorous mathematical reasoning and logic, offered a means
independent of God’ s revelation, of discovering knowledge and establishing
truth.

The Enlightenment-Search for Knowledge and Reason

The most striking feature of the 18" century period called the
Enlightenment, or The Age Of Reason, was the way in which traditional
Christian religious beliefs lost their hold over men’s minds and gave way to a
different creed. Emphasis was everywhere laid on the need for tangible
evidence, and for clarity of thought in away that was hostile to anything based
on faith, metaphysics, mystical thinking, or superstition. Science, which had
already successfully explained the wonders of nature, was encouraged to
discover new truthsin the field of human affairs, including government and
man. In the 17" and 18" centuries this movement of thought and reason
developed new interrelated concepts of God, Man, Nature, and Reason to
which there was wide acceptance in Europe. Its dominant idea was that right
reasoning could find true knowledge.

Thomas Paine’ s“Age of Reason” published in 1754, gave a description of

“Natural Law.” John Lockein hisbook, “ Analogy,” established “Reason”
as the judge of the truth of things, and his essay “Concerning Human
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Understanding” was a study of the origins of ideas and the shaping power of
environment on man.

The intellectual freedom of the Enlightenment became critical, reforming, and
eventual ly revolutionary; hacking away the shackles which for centuries had
crippled the human mind, and kept humanity locked in the ignorance of the
dark ages. The most ominous power standing in the way of humanity was
declared to be the Sovereign State, which demanded the loyalty, and far too
often, the blood of its people. Voltaire, Johnson, and Goethe deplored the
irrationality of the patriotic prejudice. War was viewed as the great enemy of
civilization and men of the Enlightenment deplored it passionately.

The great thinkers of the Enlightenment analyzed the nature of the individual,
the state, and the socio-political contract between them. Locke' s* Two
Treatises of Government’ provided common sense and moral appea when it
claimed the revolutionary ideathat “government was derived from the
consent of the members of the state.” Prior to thistime people were
considered only property or “subjects” of the Roya Monarchists. The
inviolability of personal Liberty and Private Property became cherished

concepts prejudicial to the Old feudal and Monarchia Order.

Voltaire and Rousseau rounded out rationalist thought with atheory of
“Political Democracy.” Voltaire held the belief in the general progress of
mankind if reason came into regular political usage.

These great minds of the times heavily influenced the liberally educated
American founders, including: Thomas Paine, Benjamin Franklin, Thomas
Jefferson, and many others. In 1776, in the New World, Thomas Jefferson
incorporated the ideas of the enlightenment, including Locke' s work into the
Declaration of Independence.

Liberalism—Search for Freedom

Liberalism is defined as the creed, philosophy, and movement whichis
committed to “ Freedom” as a method and policy in government, an
organizing principle in society, and as away of life for the individual and the
community.
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Liberalism’'s central idea of Freedom became the great seminal revolutionary
idea of world history. The way of Liberalism had actually been laid by
Christianity, which stated that man was endowed by the creator with
“dignity” asan individual, and by the Protestant Reformation, which stressed
therole of individual private judgement, even in religious matters. Liberals
believe that all people know what is best for themselves; they are responsible
for themselves, and should be allowed avery large measure of self-
determination. Being left alone, uncoerced is the true meaning of
Freedom. People value Freedom so highly because Freedom symbolizeslife
without a master. Freedom depends on each person’ s willingness to respect
other’ s rights and to refrain from forcibly intruding into other’slives.

Liberty isaresult of the minimization of coercion, both by government and
private entities. The more coercion; the less Liberty. The NFC Republicans
have demonstrated that they are always ready to enforce, coerce, prohibit,
penalize and command our public and private conduct.

“The utmost Liberty to the individual, and the fullest possible
protection to him and his property, is both the limitation and the
duty of government”

Supreme Court, 1892

In the early phases of modern Europe, 17" century thinkers such as Descartes,
Milton, and Spinoza, served as the conduits through which liberal thought
came into European society. Descartes shaped the instrument of Rationalism;
Spinoza established the link between Reason, and the values of the emerging
libera outlook; and Milton assaulted the repressive state and religious
censorship, which prevented man from access to the truth.

Liberalism grew from these advances in knowledge and thought, which
converged in the Age of Reason, producing great European voices like
Voltaire, Locke, Goethe, Rousseau, Hume, Kant, Diderot, Lessing, Adam
Smith, Vico, Condorcet, and Montesquieu. Their effect was to radically change
theintellectual and cultural nature of society, and to challenge the feudal
Monarchial, Aristocratic, and Clerical Institutions of the Old Order in Europe.

The golden age of Liberalism may be dated roughly between 1750 and 1914,
the start of WWI. Inits history as an ideology, Liberalism is closely linked
with theidea of Liberty, and of Liberation, sincetheideaisto aim at freeing
theindividual from constraints on his mind and body, thereby expressing and
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fulfilling the human spirit. The concept of Liberty is central to the whole
ideology of Liberalism, maximizing the individua’s freedom to think, to
believe, to express and discuss his views, to organize (associate) in parties, to
find employment, to buy and sell commaodities (including his own labor) fredly,
and to keep the rewards, to choose his rulers as well as his form of government,
and to change both by revolution if necessary.

“He who lets his world, or his own portion of it, choose his plan of
life for him, has no need of any other faculty than the Ape-like one
of imitation. He, who chooses his plan for himself, employs all his
faculties”

John Stuart Mill, (1806-1873) Liberal British Philosopher and
Economist

Newton and the other early scientists of the Scientific Movement showed that
the operation of the Universe could be explained rationally in terms of the laws
of nature, without bringing in any externa divine intervention. Asaresult God
became Nature’s God, and religion was universalized into Deism, thus
diluting the rigors of religious sectarian certitude, and emphasizing tolerance
toward the forms in which Nature’s God might be worshipped.

Thomas Jefferson used the phrase “The Laws of Nature and of Nature’s
God” in the Declaration of Independence. Since man had rightsin
nature, governments must protect these rights, and the people must defend
them, even against the government. The Bill of Rights, Petitions of Right,
and Declarations of the Rights of Man, became the new
commandments of the era.

Armed with the weapons of logic, empirica systems of evidence, mathematical
proofs, and dialectic reasoning, Liberalism gained wide acceptance in Europe
and America. It was abasic assumption of the liberal thinkersthat man is
endowed with reason and goodness, and that it is only the institutional frame
into which heis born that corrupts and endaves him. The enemy was custom,
tradition, institution, and social habit. The French philosopher Rousseau wrote
that;

“Man is born free, yet he is everywhere in chains”
Jean Jacques Rousseau
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The French philosophers, the English Utilitarians (the Greatest good for the
greatest number), the Italian Patriot-1ntellectuals were the angry young men of
their time, blasting away at the establishment of their day - the Feudal Order,
the Aristocratic Class, the Dynastic state, the religious controlled Educational
system, and censorship. They all sought to lift from men, what Jefferson called
“The Dead Hand of the Past.”

The principles of Liberalism are widely recognized and followed in most
western nations, with different forms of governments, including: Constitutional
Monarchies with Parliamentary systems, and Representative Democracies, in
which, those who have governmental authority, get and retain authority directly
or indirectly as the result of winning free electionsin which all adult citizens
are allowed to participate.

These modern systems of government were heavily influenced by the 17" and
18" century ideology of Liberalism and it is reflected in the values contained
in the Constitutions of Europe and the U.S. These values include: Popular
Consent, Individualism, Equality of Opportunity, Personal Liberty, Free and
Fair elections, Majority rule with protection of minorities, Freedom of
expression, the right to assemble and protest, separation of powers, a system of
checks and balances to constrain the national government’s power, and
protection of personal civil and human rights and liberties.

American Liberal Democracy-Search For Liberty and Social
Justice

American Liberal Democracy isthe uniquely “American Experiment”in
Liberal Democracy, a political ideology that has, throughout the past two
hundred plusyears, provided the American people with progress, freedom,
prosperity, and social justice. It has lasted longer than any other Democracy,
because it restson the solid principles of Liberalism.

“The contest, for ages, has been to rescue Liberty from the grasp
of Executive power”
Senator Daniel Webster, May 27, 1834

Liberty became the central theme of American Liberal Democracy.
Liberty as the founders expressed it was not simply the absence of external
restraint on a person; it isthe individual’ s freedom to act positively to reach his
or her goals.
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The American system established by the founders absorbed many of the
extreme revolutionary movements which sought to overthrow the ruling classes
by violence, as occurred in France and Russia, and provided a moderate
approach to individual and community harmony in the modern world.

The obstacles that faced the development of Liberal Democracy in Europe
were largely absent in the U.S. There was no Feudal Order to overthrow, no
encrusted traditions, no entrenched landowning Aristocracy or Monarchy, and
no oppressive burden of state-sponsored clericalism. Once independence from
the British Monarchy was accomplished, the U.S. became the best exampl e of
aLiberal Democratic Republic that man had ever created. Liberalism
flourished under the administrations of men like; Thomas Jefferson, Abraham
Lincoln, Woodrow Wilson, Franklin Roosevelt, John F. Kennedy, and Lyndon
Johnson.

For most of its history, the U.S. has struggled between the forces in society of
Old World conservatism and New World liberalism.

“When the war of Independence came to an end and a new
government had to be established, the nation was divided between
two opinions. Those opinions were as old as the world itself and
are found under different forms and with various names in all free
societies. One party wanted to restrict popular power and the
other to extend it indefinitely.”

Alexis de Tocqueville, “Democracy in America”

In the United States, the Democratic Party has traditionally been centrist and
moderate, standing between the Conservatives on the right and the Socialists
on the left. To be amoderate, means to intervene in disputes by opposing
parties and help achieve some sort of consensus. Moderate or traditional -
Republicans had occasionally broken with their party's platform on some issues
(like abortion, for instance) and sided with Democrats; as some Democrats
have sided with Republicans (on military funding, for example). Democrats
who frequently side with Republicans are rarely called moderates; rather,
they're often known as " conservative-Democrats," but in the past thirty years
the Republican Party has been dominated by an increasingly radical Ultra-
Conservative Right Wing movement.
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These Ultra-Conservatives are now called Neo-Conservatives but they have
in fact descended into an American Neo-Fascism.

During these past 230 years, Liberal Democracy advocates have been
responsible for all of the mgjor advances in the liberties, rights, entitlements,
and welfare of the American people, including; ending slavery, ending child
labor, legalizing labor movements which have obtained safer working
conditions and fair and livable wages for workers, free public education,
expanding civil and human rights, old age and survivor benefits of Socia
Security, Medicare and Medicaid, and a host of similar minimum requirements
of afree and fair society.

In the 20" century, American Liberal Democracy succeeded, under the
difficult upheavals of the Industrial age, to carry out a program of democratic
government and free market capitalism, as an aternative to the various forms
of Totalitarianism including: Socialism and Communism on the left, and
Conservatism and Fascism on the right.

“.. and that is why this type of Democracy has become the instrument
of that race, which in its inner goals, must shun the light of day now
and in all ages of the future. Only a Jew can praise an institution which
Is as dirty and false as he himself”

Adolph Hitler, Mein Kampf

By 1930, the Conservative Republican President Hoover’s Americawas
lurching into an economic collapse of near-medieval proportions. From 1930 to
1933, national income dove from $81 Billion to $39 Billion. In 1932,
273,000 families were evicted from their homes. The hide bound conservative
Hoover urged caution and only supported private relief efforts. Incapable of
dealing with the crisis because of hisideology, he became the most hated man
in America. In the last days of his presidency, thirteen million people were
unemployed, one million roamed the country in railroad boxcars, food riots
were breaking out, asrelief stations ran out of cash, banks were closed or
suspended in twenty-three states, and the New Y ork Stock Exchange was
shut down. The Conservative movement that had ruled the country for decades
proved incapable of common sense solutions to the fundamental needs of
governing in acrisis.

The period of the great depression, and the election of FDR and his “New
Deal” policies, saw the greatest expansion of American Liberal
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Democratic Social Justice, planting thisideology squarely in the middle of
the political spectrum, between the extreme ideologies of the totalitarian
dictatorships and defusing anarchist chaos.

Franklin Roosevelt’'s Economic Bill of Rights:

"The right to a useful and remunerative job in the industries or
shops or farms or mines of the nation

The right to earn enough to provide adequate food and clothing
and recreation

The right of every family to a decent home

The right to adequate medical care and the opportunity to achieve
and enjoy good health -
The right to adequate protection from the economic fears of old
age, sickness, accident and unemployment
And the right to a good education."

Liberal Democrats generaly believe in the possibility of progress. They
believe things can be made to work for the benefit of the people, that the future
will be better, that obstacles can be overcome.

Liberals contend that the character of the modern capitalist economy, and the
side effects of industrialization, technology, globalism, and corporate abuses,
require government intervention and regulation of Corporate power. Liberal
democrats have traditionally advocated programs to protect minorities, the
poor, the weak, the old, the worker, and the economically displaced, but
Conservatives always advocate in the interest of the super-rich and the ruling
class, and act on the maxim;

“Let the government take care of the rich, and the rich will take care of
the poor”

Liberal democrats prefer that government take care of the weak, for the strong
can always take care of themselves.

In the last 30 years of the 20" century, American Liberal Democracy
began to face its greatest challenge, fromits historical opponent, the
conservative anti-liberal reactionary radicalism of the right, which excludes
any middle-ground in matters of domestic and foreign policy. This radicalism
Is as dangerous as the original threat from Fascism in the 1930s.
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The wise fundamental liberal values of humanity, reason, and moderation are
still valid. The American people deserve aform of government that will
provide for a Peaceful Foreign Policy, adequate National Defense, minimum
necessary Domestic Security, and Economic and Social Justice for all, in afree
and fair society.

Surviva of our system of government and our culture will require a nationwide
Political Revolution against the NFC ideology, and aRenaissance of the
genuine values and principles of Liberty, Freedom and Justice. We must
return our country to an American Liberal Democratic Government that is
actually of, by, and for the people. We don’t have to start from scratch; the
ideological philosophy is already contained in the history of western
civilization, since the 17" Century. We just have to relearn its basic truths and
defend them, against their age old enemies.

The NFC Republicans and their ideological ancestors have always been
thereactionary party and protectors of the elite Aristocratic ruling classes
of society. History also shows a tendency of Conservativestoward
becoming, or joining with Authoritarian and Totalitarianregimes, and
abusing their power against the people.

Rebuild The People’s House—Equal Representation For All

Bush istelling us that we must export our Democracy to those ignorant people
in the Third World who are unable to enjoy the blessings of Democracy
American style, because we Americans live in the oldest and most Democratic
Republic in the West—right? ---Wrong!!

Representation is the first and most important principa of a Representative
Democracy and the very definition of a Republic. The House of
Representativesis called the People’s House, because in the Constitution it
was to be the only branch of government to be popularly elected directly by
the people. Senators were initialy appointed by the State legislatures (until that
was amended by the 17" Amendment in 1913), and the President till is elected
by Electors, appointed by the state legislatures. (That is how G.W. Bush was
elected in 2000, even though he did not win the National popular vote).
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Asfinally adopted, the U.S. Constitution provided that the size of the People's
House was to be based on one representative for every 30,000 people. A
constitutional provision was made that;

“the actual enumeration” of the House “shall be made...within
every subsequent term of ten years...”

Madison, in the Federalist Papers was more specific “ ...within every
successive period of ten years, the Census is to be renewed and
augmentations are to be made”

The Constitution provides that the House of Representatives can have no less
than 50 members one for each state) and based on the 2000 Census, if they
were to follow the Constitution, no more than 9,381 Representatives would be
seated (based on one for every 30,000 people). This number would be
unmanageable, but the People’ s House is in desperate need of augmentation.

For thefirst 130 years of the Republic Congress never failed to execute this
important responsibility, adding about 40 members per decade. In 1820 the
House members increased the Representation to 45,000 to one. By 1910, a
conservative Congress decided that 435 Representatives for a population of
92 million people was enough! In 1920 the House dominated by the
Republican Party, refused to reapportion the existing seats by a vote of 276-77,
with the result that the Congressional districts for all elections between 1912
and 1930 were exactly the same regardless of the huge shifts in population
from rural to urban areas.

Later the Conservative Republican Congress passed the “Permanent
Apportionment Act of 1929,” which was signed into law by that great
democratic leader Herbert Hoover. The act froze the number of
Representatives (435) and apportioned them among the states, on the basis of
the census; and over a Century of constitutional tradition was summarily
changed without a vote of the people. The battle to limit the size of the
People' s House was not just afight between rural and urban areas; it was a
fight between the current citizens and the masses of immigrants who were also
crowding into the big cities, where they could find employment. The long
awaited redistricting of the 1932 election was a major factor in the
overwhelming victory of Franklin Roosevelt.

In 2000 our representation was 646,947 to one. This is an astoundingly
Un-Democratic situation that is never discussed in elections.
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Among the other major Western Republics the representation ratio is much
more democratic. In Great Britain the ratio is 90,000 to one, and in
Germany itis 136,000 to one. In Russiait is 326,000 to one and even
in the People’ s Republic of China it is 415,000 to one; neither of which are
considered democracies by Free World standards.

We now have a population of amost 300 million and we are still represented
by only 435 Members of Congress. The effects of this Oligarchial system
was evident in the last election, when only three House seats changed hands,
the smallest turnover in history. With such large ratios, individua
Congressional representatives have greater difficulty maintaining any sort of
meaningful communication with their constituents; causing them to rely on
Specid Interest groups; and running for office has only become possibleif a
candidate is independently wealthy or as is more often the case, they are
bankrolled by Corporate Special Interests.

For American Democracy to survive there is an urgent need to increase the
number of seatsin the Houseto aratio of no more than 250,000 to one,
and this should be an issue in the next elections. More seats would provide for
more representation in the high density cities and would serve to stop
gerrymandering such as was conducted by the Del ay forcesin Texas in 2004.

The NFC Republicans will fight to maintain the present Un-Democratic

scheme, as new seats would inevitably benefit minorities and urban areas, and
reduce the power of more conservative and backward rural areas.

The Democratic Party hasfailed to challenge the system and demand
mor e Representation in the People’ s House” which isbecoming more like
alower House of Lords!

The Universal Democracy | nitiative

In September of 2005, the NFC Republican Congress was placed into avery
uncomfortable spotlight.

On July 25, 2005, the New Y ork Sun reported that; “they will be set to

consider new legislation that would commit America to ending
tyranny the world over.
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Tucked inside the House version of a bill that authorizes spending
on foreign aid is the language of what is known as the ADVANCE
Democracy Act. The act instructs American ambassadors and
embassy staffs to draw up democracy transition plans for unfree
regimes, with input from nonviolent opposition movements in the
various countries. While Congress has passed laws that require
America to work with democratic opposition groups for specific
countries - such as the 1998 Iraq Liberation Act - never before has
it considered a law that would, as ADVANCE proposes, "commit
United States foreign policy to the challenge of achieving
Universal Democracy."

A sponsor of the legislation, Rep. Tom Lantos, a Democrat of
California, predicted that in the Senate the bill, sponsored there by
Senator McCain, a Republican of Arizona, and Senator Lieberman,
a Democrat of Connecticut, would not be opposed. "l don't think
there will be any opposition in the Senate," he told The New York
Sun.

The little-noticed legislation passed the House a week ago today
as part of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act by a vote of 351-
78. Mr. Lantos last week told the Sun that the bill "puts the meat on
the bones of the president's second inaugural address." In that
speech, President Bush said, "It is the policy of the United States
to seek and support the growth of democratic movements and
institutions in every nation and culture, with the ultimate goal of
ending tyranny in our world."

The bill would allow the State Department to "use all instruments
of United States influence to support, promote, and strengthen
democratic principles, practices, and values in foreign countries."
It charges the CIA and Treasury Department with tracking the
personal assets of dictators and their associates.

ADVANCE would require the secretary of state to approve an
annual report designating nations as either democratic,
undemocratic, or in transition. Currently, Foggy Bottom does not
make such formal distinctions, though a human rights group
created by Congress, the Freedom House, does, ranking countries
around the world as "free," partly free,"” and "not free."
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Despite Mr. Lantos's view that he is advancing Mr. Bush's policy,
the White House at least officially opposes most of the
legislation's toughest measures.

A July 20 statement of administration policy by the Bush
administration said that it "appreciates the intent" of the proposal
but objects to provisions that require the secretary of state to
categorize countries according to whether they are democratic.
The statement says the bill could "constrain the Secretary's
authority to determine appropriate terms and conditions to enable
discretionary foreign assistance to best serve our diverse foreign
policy objectives." The statement also rejected measures in the bill
that would create an undersecretary of state for democracy and
global affairs.

Despite some of the official objections, there is evidence that
Foggy Bottom is quietly making preparations for when the
ADVANCE Democracy Act becomes law. Two administration
officials and one congressional source confirmed this week that
the Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor has begun
asking the State Department's regional bureaus to draw up a list of
countries that would be eligible for the legislation's democratic
transition plans. The State Department is also looking into better
ways of marshaling foreign aid to meet the legislation's objections.

The legislation, the formal title of which is the Advance Democratic
Values, Address Nondemocratic Countries, and Enhance
Democracy Act of 2005, is the brainchild of a former American
ambassador, Mark Palmer, who is on Freedom House's board of
trustees. Mr. Palmer was the chief American official negotiating
the release of Natan Sharansky from a Soviet gulag and served as
America's ambassador to Hungary when that country threw off the
shackles of its Soviet puppet government.

In 2003, Mr. Palmer wrote "Breaking the Real Axis of Evil," in
which he proposed that the goal of American foreign policy should
be to assist nonviolent, democratic oppositions in the world's
outposts of tyranny. He began shopping the legislation last year to
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congressional offices and says he found a lot of enthusiasm for
the idea among members of both parties.

"The overall vision of this law is that we should take the bipartisan
goal of a dictator-free world and institutionalize that in our
diplomacy and foreign policy," he said. Mr. Palmer added, "One of
the most important things in the bill is that it provides for the
beginning of a dialogue between democratic forces and our
embassies in nondemocratic countries." When asked whether he
believed there should be an exception for China, which has often
been excluded from pro-democracy policies in the past, he said,
"No, | don't think there should be any exceptions."

Lantos has cleverly challenged the NFC Republicans to put their actions
where their words are, and this will present a major problem to the Nationalist-
Conservatives which have cozied up to some of the most Un-Democratic and
tyrannical regimes in the world. There are already signs that the NFC
Republicans will water down the bill, and then slow rall it to death.

Another question is, assuming that there will be some standards to evaluate
governments with a Democracy report card, where would Mr. Bush’s United
States rank, in a current listing of most and least Democratic Governmentsin
the world?

The Democr atic Party has the makings of a Perfect Storm issuefor the
next elections, if the Democr atic leader ship doesn’t fail to follow thru.

I nter national War Crimes Commission-January 2006

When Clark Kissinger called me yesterday and said, "You will be
sharing a platform with Harry Belafonte, | said, "Well, maybe you
want to put me on for tomorrow." But here | am, and of course I'm
proud to be in any kind of association with Harry Belafonte. And
I'm sure you're all familiar with Harry Belafonte's comments that
he made to President Chavez in Venezuela a few days ago. And if
you don't remember them, I'll repeat them. "No matter what the
greatest tyrant in the world, the greatest terrorist in the world,
George W. Bush, says, we're here to tell you that not hundreds,
not thousands, but millions of the American people support your
revolution."
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Now what's remarkable about that is not only the statement itself
but Harry Belafonte’s response when he was heavily attacked for
calling Bush a terrorist. As he, to his credit, has never been willing
to do, he did not retreat from the statement. And if you go on the
net you will find what he said, at the Children's Defense Fund, a
few days later about that statement to Chavez: "So | made my
remarks, they may stir up controversy, but then it's time to talk
about new definitions, new points of view." And that's what Harry
Belafonte was doing, and that is what we are doing here today,
and over the next two days, at these Bush Crimes Commissions.

The other important point about being here, at Riverside of course,
is that in April 1967, this is the place, this is the church, where
Martin Luther King openly, and notoriously | should say, opposed
the war in Vietham. The speech was called "Beyond Vietnam: A
time to break the silence." It's a historic place for that reason. He
began that speech with these words: "A time comes when silence
Is betrayal. That time has come for us, in relation to Vietham." And
then in that speech, he lays out a 5-point program. But the ultimate
point of that program was: Remove all foreign troops from
Vietnam. Incredibly, even though it was Martin Luther King saying
that, in 1967, it took 9 more years, millions of Vietnamese deaths,
and thousands of American deaths, to do so.

We today model our conduct on that of Dr. Martin Luther King. As
he said then, we say today, "A time comes when silence is
betrayal." That time has come for us, in relationship to the war in
Irag. It is time for us to bring the troops home now.

A people's trial, a people's commission, is not without important
precedents. Almost 40 years ago, in 1968, there was another
people's trial. It was held in Sweden and Denmark. Originally it was
to be held in France. But the French wouldn't allow it; they
prohibited it, because it was about Vietnam, and of course the
French had been very deeply involved in the subjugation of
Vietnam. The witnesses at that people’s trial were well-known
progressives, including Jean-Paul Sartre. They gathered in
Stockholm and Copenhagen, and they were there to judge another
human outrage in our history, the brutal and inhuman Vietnam
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War. Bertrand Russell, the famous English philosopher, was one
of the key participants in that trial. In fact, it was called the Russell
War Crimes Tribunal.

Russell opened that trial and here is what he said: "We meet at an
alarming time. Overwhelming evidence besieges us daily of crimes
without precedent. We investigate in order to expose; we
document in order to indict; we arouse consciousness in order to
create mass resistance." And so, as Russell said then, we say
today: we are putting the Bush administration on trial. We
investigate in order to expose; we document in order to indict; we
arouse consciousness in order to create mass resistance. We
want this trial to be a step in the building of mass resistance to
war, to torture, to the destruction of earth and its people. It's a
serious moment. Our country and our world are at a tipping point:
Tipping toward permanent war, the end of human rights, and the
impoverishment and death of millions. We still have a chance, an
opportunity to stop this slide into chaos. But it is up to us. We
must not sit with our arms folded, and we must be as radical as
the reality we are facing.

The witnesses you will hear over the next few days are the truth-
tellers: the witnesses to the carnage this country and this
administration have wrought. This truth challenges us --
challenges us all to act. We, particularly the American people,
have not heard or seen the truth. And if some do, in their comfort
and complacency, they often turn away. The truth is hidden. It is
hidden through cover-up language, euphemisms, legalisms,
obfuscations, false investigations, the blaming of low-level
individuals: all meant to hide the reality of the criminal
involvement of high officials of this administration: Their criminal
involvement in war, torture, global and human destruction.

Let's take a look at a few of these examples, and there are many.
The failure in this country, and the media, and pundits everywhere
we look, to look at the reality- a reality this commission will
examine. I'm sure most of you are familiar with the first example:
the war in Irag. Supposedly, the war was to eliminate Iraq's
weapons of mass destruction. Now it is said: that was a mistake. It
was bad intelligence. The administration says it, and much of
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Congress says it, the Press says it, "Had we only known - but we
thought they had weapons of mass destruction. So we must in the
future get better intelligence." As if that explains or excuses why
we went to war. But of course, that explanation -- the failure of
intelligence -- and it is still the current explanation of today, by the
elites, hides the real reasons for war. It blames some negligent
officials, individuals, at the CIA, for leading us into war. All we
need to do according to them is correct that and we won't be in
mistaken wars any longer. Mistaken wars will come to an end. If
you believe that, you believe in the tooth fairy. We all know that is
not the truth. In fact, in 1967, at the speech hear at Riverside,
Martin Luther King predicted it. He said we will be marching and
protesting wars for the rest of our lives as long as we are on the
wrong side of history. And we are on the wrong side of history.

Sometimes | ask myself: why did we progressives know the
weapons of mass destruction story was a cover for war? But
Congress and the media claimed they did not? Because they -- all
of them-- Democrats, Republicans, the media -- they were all
reading from the same page. And that page is U.S. world
exploitation and domination. And of course what does the truth tell
us about the war in Irag? It tells us that it's an aggressive war, a
crime against peace, and according to the judgment at Nuremberg,
that kind of war is the most heinous of all war crimes.

| can give you other examples: For example, the fact that they say
that they--the administration-- does not torture. Here is how they
get away with that statement. All of a sudden in this country,
torture is not torture. Or at worst it is abuse. And even that abuse
IS no worse than a fraternity prank. Or if it was abuse, it was
because abusive techniques were only for use in Guantanamo.
What sense does that make? Used in Guantanamo as if that is ok--
and somehow they migrated to Iraq? But what does "migrated to
Irag" mean? Are they birds, like a bird migrates? Without any
human agent, torture techniques move from one place to another?
Or we are told that it is a few bad apples, but no responsibility of
the higher-ups. And yet the media has gone along with this, with
these lies and these cover-ups. Even worse, serious media
discussion and respectability is given to the legal justifiers. For
example, John Yoo, a lawyer for the administration, who wrote that
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torture could be used in the name of national security -- much like
the Pinochet defense, torture in the name of national security. |
was utterly shocked the other day when | picked up the New York
Times and there on the op-ed page they had asked half a dozen
people what questions they would you ask the potential new
Supreme Court Judge Alito. And they asked John Yoo what
question would he ask Alito. Here they--the New York Times--is
giving credibility to a man who should not be writing op-eds in the
New York Times but should be in the dock--- in the dock facing
justice.

Let there be no doubt this administration is engaged in massive
violations of the law. Torture is an international crime. It is a grave
breech of the Geneva conventions. And almost no one is telling
you that. And in this country it is anathema to do so.

A third and last example of the hiding of reality, of the blaming of
individuals, instead of the nature of this country and its leaders is
the example of what happened in New Orleans with Katrina. It is
the preparation for and aftermath of Katrina. What do we hear and
read? It was an unpredictable act of god. It was the failure of
FEMA. FEMA had a bad manger. All sorts of excuses similar to
what we heard about the so-called intelligence failures in the Iraq
war. But to blame FEMA, to blame the individuals, obscures what
we know occurred in New Orleans. What we saw in New Orleans
and the Superdome was something very different - it was the
legacy of slavery, the legacy of Jim Crow, the legacy of separate
but equal, and it was the legacy and the current practice and
policy of our country today that human beings are seen as
disposable, particularly if they are poor and black. That is the
reality of New Orleans, and that is the reality faced everyday in this
country. And again, that is the reality this Commission will bring
you.

The war, torture, and the effects of Katrina are not looked at as
failures or as products of the system. The truths are hidden and by
hiding the truth we are disempowered. So we are here this
weekend to hear truth tellers; to empower people. It is not just a
few bad apples, it is not mistakes or bad choices, it is not just bad
managers and getting better ones; but something much more
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fundamental. It's that awful alchemy as Dr. Martin Luther King
described it in this very church - the giant triplets of "racism
extreme materialism and militarism.”

| want to say a few words about one aspect of the current period
that is extremely frightening-- Prob